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-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

[revised draft mobilization bill has been submitted to the rada](https://www.pravda.com.ua/eng/news/2024/01/30/7439607/)

main points

lowers draft age to 25

abolishes conscription 

introduces basic military training for all ages 18-25 for a maximum
 of five months 

discharge from military after three years of service if requested 

introduces minimum two months of training
Ammunition production news:

[deaidua](https://twitter.com/deaidua/status/1752268180725141809)

>In addition to the construction of a new ammunition factory in Germany and possibly another one in Lithuania, 
Rheinmetall
 is now also expanding its existing plant in Hungary as planned since January 2024.
  
>  
>The plant will be expanded by \~ 100 hectares and will also be able to produce 155 mm and 120 mm ammunition once construction work is expected to be completed in Q1 2026. Currently, “only” 30 mm ammunition is manufactured there.
  
>  
>The expansion also includes an additional plant for the production of explosives. This will also be a major **contribution to the security of supply of this elementary raw material (RDX)** for the ammunition production in Europe.

More ammunition production capabilities are being added. The 30mm rounds plant will be expanded to also cover 120mm tank ammunition, as well as 155mm artillery rounds. 

In addition, there will also be production lines for explosives which seems to be another bottleneck for ammunition production at the moment, so this should be quite helpful too. 

While this factory is in Hungary, official press statement explicitly mentions exports from these factories. Orban might be opposed to aid going to Ukraine directly, but selling products appear to be less of an issue. This would be in line with statements from other countries, like Fico's Slovakia.
In aircraft-procurement-season news, the [Czech Republic orders 24 F-35s](https://breakingdefense.com/2024/01/czech-republic-joins-f-35-ranks-inks-most-important-deal-with-us-for-24-aircraft/), representing a significant capability uplift.

> It will be a while before any are flying out of Czech hangers, however, as the first aircraft is not scheduled to be delivered until 2031 and won’t reach full operational capability until 2035. Until then, the Czech military will continue to fly Swedish-made Gripen fighters. The Czech defense ministry said there are “intensive negotiations underway with the Kingdom of Sweden on the operation of the Gripens in the given timeframe.”

I wonder whether the Czechs and Slovaks will do a high-low partnership in the 2030s, with their combo of F-35s and F-16s.
i dont know how much it means but [mike johnson and stoltenberg released a joint statement on nato, ukraine, china and iran.](https://twitter.com/NATOpress/status/1752497630951698478) i saw today that johnson was supposed to go to a classified meeting on ukraine and the jordan attack and a reporter on cnn was saying they are looking to separate the border bill from the other stuff to allow trump to continue campaigning on the border
After some very costly attacks directly towards Novomykhailivka over the past 45 days, the Russians launched another substantial attack in the sector. This time they [attacked southwest of the town](https://x.com/moklasen/status/1752359034563301480?s=20) as well as [north](https://x.com/moklasen/status/1752334884511601064?s=20), likely intending to improve their positions on the flanks of the city as well as put pressure on the O0532 road. Despite a [heavy artillery bombardment](https://x.com/moklasen/status/1752359855581475140?s=20), it appears that not much was achieved, with *at least* 6 tanks and 4 IFVs being lost in the process in the south and 5 tanks/IFVs lost in the north.

Novomykhailivka has seen a lot of Russian AFV losses to very little gain. It's my belief that offensive efforts here are part of a long-term goal of opening the O0532 road between Mariinka and Pavlivka. This would shorten logistics on the front significantly. Though efforts here, including at Vuhledar in late 2022, have been extremely expensive.
Now this a twist.

The organization that reportedly has been behind the deadly drone attack against US forces, Kataeb Hezbollah, has just announced that they are suspending all military operations against US forces "to not embarrass the Iraqi government"

https://twitter.com/IntelTweet/status/1752404579562422705?t=HyYK2CA521M5h9OX4lTZBg&s=19

Wonder what happened behind the scenes.
A few days ago there was a discussion about what will happen with the volatile Middle East when oil exports will start declining. This reality might come sooner than expected:


[Saudi Oil U-Turn Stokes Doubts Over Future Demand](https://www.bloomberg.com/news/newsletters/2024-01-30/saudi-oil-u-turn-stokes-doubts-over-future-demand)


>State giant Saudi Aramco provided no rationale when it said Tuesday it would ditch efforts to reach capacity of 13 million barrels a day by 2027 and instead hold at the current 12 million.


>The lack of guidance will inevitably feed into a skeptical narrative: that as the world transitions away from fossil fuels, an expansion by the biggest oil exporter is no longer necessary.


>Riyadh is already keeping about 25% of total output in the ground as a result of cutbacks made with the Organization of Petroleum Exporting Countries and its allies. With so much capacity lying dormant, it may question the need to build more.


>The International Energy Agency predicts that oil demand will peak this decade amid a switch to renewable energy and electric vehicles, though the Saudis and their partners have steadfastly disputed that prospect.


>OPEC forecasts that demand will keep climbing until midcentury, and Saudi Energy Minister Prince Abdulaziz bin Salman has vowed to drill “every last molecule” under the kingdom’s sands.


Saudi Arabia in particular and OPEC in general have consistently argued that oil demand will only increase until 2050, and rebuffed an IEA report suggesting that peak oil is already near.


But actions speak louder than words, and the Saudis aren't expanding their production capacity, despite grandiose plans to do so. Saudi Arabia also has very ambitious plans for becoming a leader in tourism and sports, both of which require [a lot of money](https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2024-01-30/aramco-ordered-not-to-raise-oil-production-capacity-further):


>Saudi Arabia will probably post a budget shortfall of about 4.3% of gross domestic product in 2024 and have more than $46 billion of funding requirements, according to Dubai-based bank Emirates NBD. That comes as the kingdom continues to spend tens of billions of dollars on tourism, sports and other projects championed by Crown Prince Mohammed bin Salman to diversify the economy.


>Bloomberg Economics estimates that Saudi Arabia needs an oil price of $108 a barrel to balance its budget and meet domestic spending by the sovereign wealth fund. Crude in London is trading near $82 a barrel, holding largely steady as ample supplies from around the world counter a deepening crisis in the Middle East.


Will MBS manage to modernize the country - and perhaps more importantly, moderate the population, before the oil money runs out?


Saudi Arabia isn't the only country being affected by a decline in oil demand. Iran is actually even more dependent on oil since that's essentially the only thing a sanctioned country can export. The already turbulent region would become even more violent.
GLSDB may be arriving in Ukraine shortly: https://www.politico.com/news/2024/01/30/new-us-made-longer-range-bomb-expected-to-arrive-as-soon-wednesday-in-ukraine-00138566
Non-Ukraine-related Russian defense news. First, they are doing away with any arm's length pretense over the brutal actions in Africa, formalizing a structure under the auspices of the MoD. Unclear on the context of the selection of the name, whether it was pure ignorance, or specifically chosen for a reason. Excerpts:

>[Russia Hires Its Own Africa Army to Succeed Wagner’s Mercenaries](https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2024-01-30/russia-recruiting-africa-army-to-replace-wagner-group?srnd=politics-vp)

>* Kremlin bids to revive Cold War-era clout on the continent
>* Russia forms Africa Corps to control Wagner’s business empire

>The Africa Corps would bolster Russia’s military presence with what it says would be a network of planned Defense Ministry-controlled bases, in a bid to revive Moscow’s Cold War-era clout on the continent at a time of steeply declining Western influence. It would also allow the Kremlin to consolidate control of Wagner’s business network in Africa, including potentially lucrative mining interests, following the death last year of the group’s founder Yevgeny Prigozhin.

>The Africa Corps, which controversially shares the name of Adolf Hitler’s expeditionary force, aims to enlist new recruits and former Wagner fighters by mid-year to deploy to at least five Russia-friendly countries — Burkina Faso, Libya, Mali, the Central African Republic and Niger — according to the group. Wagner was technically disbanded following Prigozhin’s death but remains active.

>But it remains to be seen where it will be able to find the 20,000 soldiers that a person close to the Russian Defense Ministry said the group seeks. At its peak, Wagner’s African operations numbered at most several thousand personnel and Russia is already trying to recruit at least another 250,000 troops to fight in Ukraine this year.


>Moscow’s approach has started small. Last Wednesday, about 100 Russian troops arrived in Burkina Faso to provide security for Captain Ibrahim Traoré, the soldier who seized power in a 2022 military coup, the group said in a statement posted on its Telegram channel.

>But it has ambitious plans, seeking to build a regional headquarters in the Central African Republic, where over the past six years Wagner has waged a brutal campaign on behalf of the president, and embedded itself in the national security apparatus in exchange for diamonds and gold.

>Moscow has capitalized on the destabilization in West Africa wrought by military coups and Islamist insurgencies in Mali, Niger and Burkina Faso, exacerbated by popular resentment of former colonial power France and perceived Western meddling.

>Russian Deputy Defense Minister Yunus-Bek Yevkurov, who’s in charge of taking over Wagner activities in Africa and the Middle East, visited Niger in early December. The country’s prime minister traveled to Moscow for talks and the signing of a new defense agreement with the Kremlin this month.

>In November, Mali’s army recaptured the strategic northern town of Kidal, which had been held by separatist rebels for over a decade, with the help of Russian fighters. As in other countries, Mali has seen Wagner contractors slowly — though not fully — replaced by regular army forces, two Western officials said, speaking on condition of anonymity.

>Along with its role in propping up regimes, the Africa Corps is expected to maintain Wagner’s focus on extracting raw resources with the goal of bringing in hard currency to finance the war in Ukraine, the officials said.

And in the Pacific:

>[Russia to Deploy New Weapons on Disputed Kuril Islands](https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2024-01-30/russia-to-deploy-new-weapons-on-kuril-islands-medvedev-says?srnd=politics-vp)

>Russia plans to deploy new weapons on islands that are at the center of a decades-long territorial dispute with Japan, according to former President Dmitry Medvedev, who’s the current deputy head of the country’s Security Council.

>The strategic role of the Kuril Islands will increase “including stationing new weapons there,” Medvedev said Tuesday on the X social-media platform. “We don’t give a damn about the ‘feelings of the Japanese’ concerning the so-called ‘Northern territories’. These are not ‘disputed territories,’ but Russia.”

>The four islands known as the Northern Territories in Japan were seized by the Soviet Union at the end of World War II. The dispute has prevented the two sides concluding a peace treaty to formally end the war.

>Russian President Vladimir Putin and the late former Japanese leader Shinzo Abe met 25 times until the latter’s resignation as prime minister in 2020 to try to reach an agreement on the islands without success.

>In recent years, Moscow has built up military installations there. Changes to the Russian constitution Putin initiated in 2020 also made it illegal to hand over any part of Russian territory.
A few interesting developments in the ME:

>[Biden Says He Has Decided How to Respond to Attack on US Troops](https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2024-01-30/biden-says-he-has-decided-how-to-respond-to-attack-on-us-troops)

>US President Joe Biden said he had made a decision on how to respond to an attack by Iranian-backed militants that killed three American troops in the Middle East, although he did not reveal his plans as he spoke to reporters Tuesday.

>Biden said Iran was responsible for providing the weaponry used in the strike, but added that he did not seek a broader confrontation with tensions in the region already high.

>“I don’t think we need a wider war in the Middle East. That’s not what I’m looking for,” Biden said.

This comes just as the Iranians seemed to be looking to de-escalate at the eleventh hour:

>[Iran Urges Diplomacy as US Weighs Response to Deadly Attack](https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2024-01-30/iran-urges-diplomacy-as-us-weighs-response-to-deadly-attack)

>Iran urged the US to use diplomacy to ease tensions in the Middle East, as Tehran braces for a military response to a deadly attack on an American base over the weekend.

>The foreign minister of the Islamic Republic said “active” diplomacy is underway to find a political solution to the war in Gaza and the regional fallout, without elaborating.

Meanwhile, a ceasefire between Israel and Hamas keeps taking one step forward and a couple back as both sides dig in on their asks:

>[Israel Rules Out Freeing Thousands of Prisoners in Hostage Deal](https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2024-01-30/israel-rules-out-freeing-thousands-of-prisoners-in-hostage-deal?srnd=politics-vp)

>Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu ruled out the freeing of thousands of prisoners or pulling troops out of Gaza as part of any hostage-exchange or cease-fire deal with Hamas.

>“We will not withdraw the IDF from the Gaza Strip, and we will not release thousands of terrorists. None of this will happen,” Netanyahu said in a speech to young men at a pre-army preparatory program on Tuesday.
So for the duration of the war, the general consensus was that the sanctions have curbed Russian access to certain key advanced technologies and access to luxuries but the Russian economy was able to supply the basic necessities to the average people even despite the wartime footing/partial mobilization.

I saw this Warographics video about the heating crisis in one of the coldest Russian winters in decades today, that apparently a lot of people are freezing inside their homes, and that this is a key way in which the Russian wartime economy is absolutely failing to meet a basic need, and I have to wonder if this is a fluke or a potential first of many cracks in the facade that all is well on the homefront. 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ko4fBM9Dr08
[More artillery production news](https://archive.md/RFcB9) via the Wall Street Journal. 

Bad: A plan for Japan to backfill the UK's donations to Ukraine stalled. Japan has laws prohibiting transfer of weapons to a country in an armed conflict, thus the clunky maneuver. 

Good: The US now produces 30,000 155mm shells a month, and on track to get that number up to 80,000 by the end of the year/beginning of next.
does anyone know the reasons for the supposed rift between zelensky and zaluzhny? I keep seeing things like "zelensky sees him as a political opponent" but I honestly can't think anyone sane would seek to get rid of someone competent in a wartime situation for that reason alone.
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-middle-east-68137050

Buzz of the day is an Israeli raid on a Jenin hospital - from what we know as of now, the Israelis got in disguised as civilians and medics, quickly stormed a 3rd floor room where they killed 3 men, were out within 10 minutes.

All 3 fatalities have been claimed by PLJ as members.

Frankly, not sure why it's frontpage news - as the article elaborates, Israeli operations in Jenin have been very broad and prolific.  But still, I do feel like the megathread as it stands sometimes misses a few beats in the infospace, and something tells me this will come up.
Transparency International [just released](https://www.transparency.org/en/cpi/2023) last year's Corruption Perceptions Index. Those who have been following this sub since the war in Ukraine started probably remember the mood at that time:


"War is bad for corruption. Ukraine was already Europe's second most corrupt country. This will be bad, really bad."


The reality couldn't be more different. Ukrainska Pravda has a [good article](https://www.pravda.com.ua/eng/columns/2024/01/30/7439413/) about the hard work Ukraine has done to combat corruption. One can no longer say that Ukraine is the most corrupt in Europe, although the work is far from over:


>And if we consider progress in the Corruption Perceptions Index, we will see that those countries that have long been candidates for the EU have grown very slowly in the CPI. Whereas Ukraine and Moldova, which have shown their desire to join the European community, have demonstrated almost the greatest increase in recent years among all countries. Now Ukraine has caught up with Serbia in the Index and has already overtaken Bosnia and Turkey, while Moldova has caught up with Hungary, which has long been in the EU.


But the initial mood on this sub wasn't completely unfounded. War has been bad for corruption - [in Russia](https://kyivindependent.com/key-corruption-index-sees-ukraine-rise-russia-drop-in-2023/):


>According to the recently published index that includes 180 countries, Ukraine went from the 144th least corrupt country in 2013 to 104th last year. It has also improved its score from 25 points to 36 over this period, with the higher number signifying less corruption.


>...


>In comparison, Russia's ranking went from the 127th least corrupt country in 2013 to 141st 10 years later, while its score dropped from 28 to 26. In 2022, Russia ranked 137th with a score of 28.


Without foreign direct investment in Russia, Putin has even less incentive to care about rule of law.
Now that reports are emerging that a Shahed type drone is responsible for the death of 3 US servicemen and the injuries of over 30+ is a credible response to strike Shahed storage and manufacturing facilities within Iran? Obvious pro’s are sending a message, damaging manufacturing capabilities, damaging stockpiles and inadvertently helping Ukraine in doing so. The downsides are escalatory risk, then again was was precedent not set by this attack?
"Volodymyr Zelenskyy prepares to replace Ukraine’s top general


Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelenskyy is preparing to replace his top general in what would be the biggest shake-up of Ukraine’s military command since Russia’s full-scale invasion began two years ago.


Zelenskyy on Monday offered Valeriy Zaluzhny, commander-in-chief of the armed forces, a new role as a defence adviser but the general refused, according to four people familiar with the discussions.


Two of them said Zelenskyy had made clear to Zaluzhny that regardless of whether he took the role, he would be removed from his current position.


The four people said that while a decision had been made in Zelenskyy’s office to dismiss Zaluzhny, he may not be ousted for some time after reports of the plans appeared in Ukrainian media."


Full story: https://www.ft.com/content/aa9aacfc-c248-4550-bf28-d79ad4c553cb
Global fighter jet sales could receive a further boost from already robust numbers in the coming months, depending on how some key negotiations go. First, the [Thai](https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2024-01-30/thai-air-force-eyes-538-million-budget-to-buy-new-fighter-jets?srnd=politics-vp) Airforce is looking for a relatively modest update of its fleet:

>Thailand’s air force plans to seek about 19 billion baht ($538 million) from state budget to buy new fighter jets to replace its aging fleet.

>The Royal Thai Air Force has set up a committee to consider buying either F-16 Block 70 made by Lockheed Martin Corp. or Gripen E from Sweden’s Saab, commander-in-chief Punpakdee Pattanakul said on Tuesday.

>The US last year rejected a bid by Thailand to immediately purchase F-35A stealth fighter jets, citing a long waiting period and requirement of heavy investment in infrastructure and training.

Speaking of the F-35, [Turkey's](https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2024-01-30/us-ready-to-reopen-turkey-f-35-talks-if-russian-s-400-system-issue-resolved?srnd=politics-vp) bid to purchase them may not be entirely dead:

>The US may discuss Turkey’s return to the F-35 fighter jet “family” if a spat over Ankara’s acquisition of advanced Russian air defenses is resolved, US Acting Deputy Secretary of State Victoria Nuland said during a visit to Turkey.

>“If we could get through this S-400 issue, which we would like to do, the US would be delighted to welcome Turkiye back into the F-35 family,” Nuland told CNNTurk television on Monday.
The Washington Institute for Near East Policy has published one of the first reports I could find analyzing casualty data out of Gaza.

It provides a timeline how reporting has changed and greatly diminished in accuracy after the start of the Israeli ground operation and shows how Hamas is significantly hiding deaths of men over the age of 18.

> In this Policy Note, Gabriel Epstein tracks Gaza fatality reporting since the war began to reveal how Hamas statistics are inconsistent, imprecise, and systematically manipulated to downplay the number of men and militants killed. He makes clear that without a better sense of the breakdown of Gaza fatalities—whatever the total number—one cannot issue definitive judgments about the character of Israel’s military campaign.

https://www.washingtoninstitute.org/policy-analysis/how-hamas-manipulates-gaza-fatality-numbers-examining-male-undercount-and-other

The entire report is linked as a PDF and publicly available. 
Why are Nazi accusations so prevalent in the Russo-Ukrainian war, I can guess that its a result of the severe persecution of Slavs back in WW2 that is still a sensitive topic in eastern Europe but even still, I have never seen it as common as now. I still can't get myself around the logic of the Kremlin's rhetoric in accusing Ukraine of Nazism considering Russia is invading another country under what is clearly a nationalist and ethnic agenda, seeking to unify the populace under a sole Russian world (Russkiy Mir). This concept is analogous to  the Völkisch nationalism  and Lebensraum ideologies of Hitler.
Some updates on the drone war in Ukraine in the first article.  Increased numbers and enhanced abilities for the Russians does not bode well for Ukraine and particularly any UAF member that's coming across the river to maintain or attempt to expand the Krynky bridgehead.  Being able to bypass defense systems is a particularly noteworthy development with any drone because at times other safety operating procedures might be neglected due to the overall feeling of safety the defense system provides.  

With drones having recently taken the lives of U.S. service members any and all advancements in the drone war should be on the front of the minds of any military staff officer (of any military) that's trying to keep anti-drone SOPs up to date. Or create the SOP in the first place as new types of drones and drone attack strategies are developed, defeated, re-adapted, and re-introduced.  

It does seem to be more of the same with regards to the Krynky bridgehead.  Lots of losses and both sides still willing to keep those losses going. Second article was posted yesterday Jan 29 and makes the claim that *"According to multiple Ukrainian and Russian sources, Moscow’s attempts to wipe out the bridgehead employing substantial ground attacks have virtually come to a halt."* and that Ukraine will *“continue measures aimed at expanding its bridgehead.”*

[Russian Forces Intensify Use of Drones in Southern Ukraine | Defense Express | January 2024](https://en.defence-ua.com/news/russian_forces_intensify_use_of_drones_in_southern_ukraine-9345.html)

*Russian troops have intensified the use of drones in southern Ukraine, with over 80 units recorded in the region within a day. Nataliia Humeniuk, Head of the Joint Press Centre of Operational Command South, reported this at the Ukraine-Ukrinform media center.*

*Humeniuk stated that the Russians are deploying FPV drones capable of dropping fragmentation munitions, along with various other modifications, including those designed for reconnaissance.*

*"The enemy does not cease activities in the Right Bank direction. The liberated territories in the immediate vicinity of the water are particularly affected by regular shelling and the use of drones. Over the last two days, a record number of FPV drones have been observed, up to 80 during one combat day. This is mainly in Kherson Oblast. This presents a substantial threat and indicates an enhanced capability on their part," Humeniuk noted.*

*She also clarified that the Russians are launching drones from the Kinburn Spit in the direction of Mykolaiv Oblast.*

*Humeniuk noted that Russians continually modify their tactics to find ways of bypassing Ukrainian air defense systems.*

*According to the spokesperson, such actions by the enemy indicate intentions to disperse the Defense Forces along the entire length of this front section. Meanwhile, the Southern Defense Forces continue to expand their foothold.*

*"As of today, we can state that our work has yielded results. We have an expansion of footholds, but it is important to realize that the frontline is highly dynamic," Nataliia Humeniuk stated.*

['Significant Russian Losses' As Kyiv Aims to Expand Dnipro Foothold | Kyiv Post | January 2024](https://www.kyivpost.com/post/27316)

*Ukraine will “continue measures aimed at expanding its bridgehead” on the left (eastern) bank of the Dnipro, the army said in a daily briefing on Monday.*

*“Despite significant losses, the enemy continues to try to drive our units from their positions,” it said.*

*According to a number of independent observers, no matter what Russian forces try to do they haven’t been able to dislodge the Ukrainians who will “still be there in weeks and months to come.”*

*As Kyiv Post reported earlier this month, Russian forces have suffered such heavy losses that some troops are reportedly refusing to attack.*

*According to multiple Ukrainian and Russian sources, Moscow’s attempts to wipe out the bridgehead employing substantial ground attacks have virtually come to a halt.*

*One indicator, first reported by the independent UNIAN news agency, was that Ukrainian strike drones and on-call artillery had made movement through the thick pine woods and dirt roads that crisscross the lowlands around the left bank village of Krynky and the Ukrainian Marines’ positions too dangerous.*

*The news agency reported on Jan. 14 that commanders of Russia’s 18th Combined Arms Army which operates in that sector, had repurposed its 17th Tank Regiment, potentially its most powerful attack formation, to use its top-end T-90 tanks to recover “dozens” of disabled combat vehicles which littered the road around Krynky.*

*“The fact that an entire tank regiment with potentially dozens of [Russia’s most advanced] T-90 tank have been given the role of military tow trucks, is an indicator of the intensity of Russian losses around Krynky,” the report said.*
In the previous thread, there was a discussion about rumors of Zaluzhnyii being fired. Apparently it was denied by Zelensky's office. But the people who made the claim also apparently doubled down on it. So, are there any news to this drama?
[Photos appeared online](https://x.com/technicznybdg/status/1752246538233889155?s=20) of [M-84 tanks](https://x.com/thetoitoi/status/1752251092761522292?s=20) (Yugoslav modernisation of T-72M) with desert camouflage being transported through Ljubljana, Slovenia.

This matches recent reports that the Kuwaiti M-84s will be modernised by Croatia before being transferred to Ukraine.
After there was a big [Russian propaganda campaign to discredit Ukrainian officials](https://www.bbc.com/news/world-us-canada-67766964) by accusing them of buying luxury vacation homes and yachts, it looks like there actually is at least [one government figure living the good life](https://meduza.io/en/feature/2024/01/29/putin-s-secret-great-northern-getaway-grabbed-a-national-reserve-s-waterfall)



As you’d expect, the president’s secret Karelian compound offers many comforts and splendors, including a waterfront bathhouse, a trout farm, a barn with cows for producing marbled beef, two helicopter pads, and piers for yachts. Journalists say a flat mound appeared near one of the helicopter pads roughly two years ago — probably to host a Pantsir air defense system to protect the president against surprise attacks.


The Dossier Center also notes that billionaire Roman Abramovich owns a mansion just four kilometers (2.5 miles) away. Abramovich’s property was constructed in 2020 and has its own restaurant, bathhouse, helicopter pad, and pier.

A decade earlier, during Dmitry Medvedev’s presidency, the Kremlin auctioned an official residence in the town of Shuyskaya Chupa, on the shore of Lake Onega, roughly 280 kilometers (about 175 miles) to the northeast, selling the property to ​​Severstal owner Alexey Mordashov.
[removed]
Shoigu visited an Almaz-Antey missile factory (possibly two separate plants) at Yekaterinburg that produces Iskanders, Kalibrs, S-300 and Buks. He said that the state SAM order for 2024 is double the 2023 amount (and he hopes such a massive order can be met). He added that the Kalibr production plan for 2024 has already been fulfilled by 17%.

However, Shoigu warned that "the Russian Defence Ministry and defence industry enterprises must promptly resolve key issues regarding engines and missile launchers" - which seems to imply some major production problems.

[https://t](https://t). me/zvezdanews/137552
The [IMF doubles the Russian 2024 GDP growth prediction](https://www.ft.com/content/21a5be9c-afaa-495f-b7af-cf937093144d) to 2.6%. Looking at the graph, the Russian GDP is expected to grow faster than any other major world economy, except China and India. The Eurozone prediction is 0.9%, the USA 2.1%.

The Financial Times says that "Russia’s economy will expand much more rapidly this year than previously expected". The FT believes that the growth is boosted by Russia's increased military spending.

The 2.6% number is more than double the previous prediction (October 2022).
[removed]
> introduces minimum two months of training

This seems to have escaped notice, but is a bigger deal than people realize. A lot of the reluctance to volunteer/accept drafting, from Ukrainians, is that there were a lot of stories of people being shoved into the fighting with minimal training (esp in 2022 when things were desperate). 

Something like this would increase confidence of prospective recruits and lessen the fear of being treated like cannon fodder.
> lowers draft age to 25

If I recall correctly current draft age is 27+?  Whatever it is, lowering to 25 seems like a  positive step forward.  It's still difficult for me, a US citizen, where we extensively drafted 18+ in WW2 and Vietnam, to get my head around blanket exemption for 18-25 year old males.
They are already saying that it won't pass in its current form. So amendments will be made and ratifying it will take months probably.
>The bill proposes abolishing military service and replacing it with basic military training. So, a person aged 18 to 24 years decides when to begin military training, which will last no more than 5 months. At the same time, a person will be able to keep their current job, which is not currently required by law.

That seems like a distinction without difference. It basically means that they reduced conscription to 5 months; especially since I can't imagine they'll have infinite sized training cohorts.
The more interesting part is about enforcing registration and thus mobilisation.

If one doesn't register in N days since noticed (post, or other means, they all technically auto expire and you are automatically noticed it whether you like it or not) the court receives a request to freeze financial assets. Highly likely that courts will be overwhelmed, so obviously they will auto approve such requests thus enforcing mobilisation (presumably).

Obviously it's controversial, but frankly I don't see problems in existing context, no one wants to become a number in statistics, however one has enough tools in his disposal to do as he sees fit (run away, bribe, suicide, armed protest).

You don't like random catchings on streets? But you don't want (or the government can't) door to door visits? Now you can't drive or use a credit card.
>abolishes conscription

The article you linked doesn't seem to support this part of your summary. Could you please quote the part where it's mentioned or maybe correct it if that was a mistake (I don't want to be nitpicky, but this would be quite a significant change if confirmed, so I wanted to make sure we're all talking about the same thing)
I didn’t see anything in the article specifically around gender (there’s been a lot of talk online about training women in engineering/nurse type roles) so I assume this is only applicable for men?
They don't fly the F-16, they are currently leasing 14 Gripens.
>separate the border bill from the other stuff to allow trump to continue campaigning on the border

I saw those reports this weekend and it would be a cruel joke if we wasted precious months pretending and playing this game to fix our border just to then walk away from a bipartisan compromise because we are in an election year. Unconscionable dereliction of duty to the border problem and to our allies.
It is honestly astounding that the entire Republican Party is putting their personal political careers at some risk (committing to voting against whatever border bill Democrats might propose) just to give some more campaign material for a convict's presidential run.
If Russia somehow gets to that road, would it be possible for them to start using the railway between Volnovakha and Donetsk city? I read Russia cant use it since its within mortar range and too close to the Ukrainian positions by Novomykhailivka and north of Volodymyrivka

Actually, this is a side note, but were trains operating into Donetsk and the 2015 Russian controlled areas up to 2022? If not I suppose that railway hasnt been used for many years
Is this a credible/reliable source? This would be very strange and surprising news if true. KH and other Iraqi Shia militias have been striking at US bases for years, constantly, not clear why now they would suddenly announce a suspension of hostilities.

-edit- Looks like this is now verified, including by Reuters. *Very* interesting, and definitely points to some combination of Iran and the Iraqi government getting extremely irritated at the drone strike and bringing down serious pressure on KH.
Significant portions of the Iraqi gov and military are close with the PMUs and would rather not deal with an aggressive American response is my guess. It could also be framing any American escalation as self defense as well.
Just think, we could have ended these attacks months ago with a response like this.
There are credible beliefs that gulf oil capacity is dropping although the well is a bit poisoned by 20 year old peak oil books arguing the same (e.g. Twilight in the Desert (2005)). Before the war OPEC was missing production targets even after decreasing them by a few million barrels e.g. [here](https://alexalejandre.com/finance/falling-oil-production/) and reaching a low of 3.8 million barrels under. They've also been lowering production targets themselves. The issue lies in field health. Towards then end of their life, wells require more capital for each extracted barrel. (They would still be cheap compared to many other places, so there is some mystery here.)

> Will MBS manage to modernize the country - and perhaps more importantly, moderate the population, before the oil money runs out?

The Aramco IPO was a big move in this direction. At first they sold 1.5% for $25 billion and are [considering](https://www.reuters.com/markets/deals/saudi-aramco-considers-selling-50-billion-shares-wsj-2023-09-01/) another $50 billion. Most of their effort seems misplaced. Neom is... A spectacle. I really don't see a good path forward in the long run, however I also expect the next decade to be very good for them economically. The canary in the coalmine will be when they start reducing the 40% of mostly male foreign workers in the [population](https://upload.wikimedia.org/wikipedia/commons/c/c9/Saudi_Arabia_single_age_population_pyramid_2020.png).
Tourism is a nonsense, highly accumulative to those who have capital and unequal industry. The people who make money out of tourism are the hotel owners, and the staff is usually underpaid and with very little ability to negotiate. 

Sports, I've never even heard of an economy that runs on sports. I'd asume it's just another chunk of their tourism strategy.
>Saudi Arabia isn't the only country being affected by a decline in oil demand. Iran is actually even more dependent on oil since that's essentially the only thing a sanctioned country can export. The already turbulent region would become even more violent.

I've seen some people say that Iran will be less affected when oil demand drops than the gulf states since Iran is already sanctioned heavily. I forget the entire reasoning but is that the case?
[removed]
Will be interesting to see if there’s a second HIMARS happy time. Despite western media continually sucking with OPSEC on weapons deliveries, the Russians don’t like to be proactive. So we might see a few warehouses go up.

Wonder how many they’ll be getting? On paper, the possible ammunition availability is high.

Edit: Dzhankoi airbase, spared from ATACMS because of its proximity to civilians, is in range of GLSDB if the Ukrainians wish to risk a HIMARS. Something to note.
I'm going to risk quoting Wikipedia here, but a brief summary for the uninformed (as I was 3 minutes ago)

- Ground Launched Small Diameter Bomb (GLSDB) is a combination of a GBU-39 Small Diameter Bomb, which was originally made to drop from aircraft, with a M26 rocket, allowing it to be launched from a HIMARS or M279

- The GLSDB carries a smaller warhead, with about one-third less explosives than is delivered with the existing GMLRS

- Unlike traditional artillery weapons, the GLSDB offers 360-degree coverage for high and low angles of attack, flying around terrain to hit targets on the back of mountains, or circling back around to a target behind the launch vehicle.

- Cost: the SDB has a cost of ~$40,000, and the M26 rockets are coming from obsolete surplus. Significantly cheaper than a M31 missile.
Will these be constrained by the current congressional aid freeze? Have the funds already been allocated for GLSDB?
The US is doing its [neither-confirm-or-deny thing](https://www.msn.com/en-ca/news/world/pentagon-comments-on-transfer-of-glsdb-missiles-to-ukraine/ar-BB1hw3fZ) in a statement today:

> The U.S. Department of Defense has confirmed its intention to provide Ukraine with Ground-Launched Small Diameter Bombs (GLSDB). However, the department declined to disclose the timeline for transferring these munitions to Kyiv, states Defense Department spokesperson Major General Patrick Ryder.

> "As far as the small diameter bomb, as we acknowledged last year, we will provide Ukraine with the Ground-Launched Small Diameter Bomb as part of our U.S., a USAI-funded security assistance effort," he said.

> However, according to Ryder, for operational security considerations, the Pentagon will not confirm specific timelines for the transfer of these munitions.

> "We will defer Ukraine to talk about any delivery," noted the spokesperson for the U.S. Department of Defense.
It's not lost on me that the people who are now most loudly saying that America should not target Iran because Iran so far hasn't been proven to be directly involved are the same people who have for decades justified attacking Israel for its relationship with America and America for its relationship with Israel (justification for 9/11).  Iran was justifying Houthi attacks in the Red Sea because "Israel is a puppet and proxy of America". Even tho Israel is far more self sufficient and actually has a democratic government (for now) unlike the Iranians and Houthis. 

>Iran Urges Diplomacy as US Weighs Response to Deadly Attack

Of course they urge diplomacy now and not when it was being offered to them repeatedly over the last four months.
[removed]
One of the in Moscow's shadow podcasts touched upon this recently - I think it's this one

https://podcasts.apple.com/au/podcast/in-moscows-shadows-129-its-all-about-putins-eggs/id1510124746?i=1000640794168

From memory the issues with electricity and heating have been ongoing even pre war and are the end result of years of under investment and corruption. They have been getting in the news (and I mean local Russian news) more recently due to a spate of higher profile incidents. While the war is not the direct cause, the manpower shortages, lack of access to imported machinery and the impact of the war on the budget all contribute in their own way, but overall it's just a failure of Putin's Russia to reliably deliver basic utilities. 

As to what this all means, I think people in general are bad at predicting outcomes of complex systems. We tend to think linearly even when we know that systems don't operate that way. As a result in the first phase we typically underestimate how long something takes and overestimate the impact, then in the second phase we do the opposite. As each stressor adds to the pressure without seeming result we draw the conclusion that the system is resilient to it and will never break. While this doesn't help us be more specific about the future, i think it's important to maintain humility in our ability to predict outcomes, and to be sceptical of claims to be able to do so.
> general consensus was that the sanctions have curbed Russian access to certain key advanced technologies and access to luxuries 

Consensus was that sanctions would add friction and increase costs.
I personally doubt any of this reporting. The Russian economy produces more than it needs. The country has vast resources and a population that is accustomed to having very little. Their economy will be incredibly bad post war, but currently, Russia needs nothing that it cannot produce itself.  Realistically, the freezing probably happens every  year,  just nobody bothers reporting it.
Hard Winters are hard for every country. 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Early_2012_European_cold_wave

This Winter was very hard for whole Europe and many People died then.

This Winter is Also hard for Scandinavia too.
>Good: The US now produces 30,000 155mm shells a month, and on track to get that number up to 80,000 by the end of the year/beginning of next.   

How can this possibly be framed as good?   

That's doubling our very low pre-war production in slightly less than two years. It's not good and it's a sign of either incompetence or disinterest in winning the war.
[Zelenskyy communicates with some commanders directly, bypassing Zaluzhnyi](https://www.pravda.com.ua/eng/news/2023/12/4/7431535/)

That's from december, and it suggests that there were some issues before the counter-offensive already; but that the counter-offensive  made it worse due to Zaluzhny saying that there is a stalemate on the ground(in the [in]famous economist article); and Zelenskyy insisting that there isn't one.
Zaluzhny wants mobilization, Zelensky is very reluctant to do so. Zelensky wants to keep the dream of a 2024 victory alive, Zaluzhny wrote an op ed killing it dead. Zaluzhny is advocating for a slow attritional battle, Zelensky is concerned that if the world gets bored the international attention and aid will dwindle.
Apart from the already mentioned possible explanations, something brought up by Ryan Evans on todays War on the Rocks Podcast that might add some color to these "political opponent" narratives, namely that apparently there have been some rumors inside Ukraine (he described it as the worst kept secret in Ukraine, to the point that it’s openly discussed on Ukrainian streets) that for about 2 years Zelensky has been worried about a presidential challenge by Zaluzhny. I can’t speak to the credibility of these rumors (however Ryan whom I regard as credible voice on a lot of Ukraine related issues seemed to believe them as credible), but this would somewhat mirror the falling out between Zelensky and Klitschko that allegedly happened over similar concerns.

Edit.: Ryan also said that he has highly credible sources confirming that Zelensky was planning to sack Zaluzhny prior to the leaks.
Aside from the things people already said, I will reiterate a point I've made before in the sub: that Zaluzhny went behind Zelenskyy's back and ordered the Nord Stream pipeline attack.
I'm thinking russian troll farms everytime I hear about the spat between Z and Z.

Sure, there might be sime tension. But who really has to gain by amplifying the conflict? Who has the capability to generate more "news" and engage with it? And who has a lot to gain?
>Frankly, not sure why it's frontpage news 

I think for two reasons, firstly the video is quite comical and noteworthy to some extent, one of them is still carrying the wheelchair they snuck in on whilst also carrying a rifle in the other hand, it's doing the rounds based on this bit alone, it certainly got my attention when I was scrolling past it. 

Second reason being the dressing up as medics/doctors. That's extremely murky territory and there's bound to be a lot of buzz around this. Say for example a security camera captured Russian agents in Ukraine disguised as doctors using the opportunity to assassinate a Ukrainian commander in hospital? It's exactly the same scenario and it would also get the same level of intrigue and to some extent condemnation (arguably more because in this situation there will be a very muted response given it's Israel and everyone has to maintain their status quo positions). 

I've got no problem with black bag operations or sneaking in as civilians, maybe even hospital administrators, it's fine, but there's a line being crossed when you dress up as Doctors, maybe that isn't particularly rational, and I'll admit it's more a gut feeling on my part and at the end of the day neither neither side holds a true moral high ground here but my gut tells me that people might view this a little differently based on that context. Doctors shouldn't be conflated with combatants and anyone who seeks to muddy those waters, to me at least, is in the wrong. 

As for Israeli operations, it seems they're really upping the ante in these types of operations, there's been a few recently but I will admit I'm not following this conflict very closely. Maybe it's less a case of increasing prevalence and more a case of our visibility of them improving?
>Frankly, not sure why it's frontpage news

  
Jenin is in the West Bank thus occupied Palestinian territory. Israel's entire presence in the West Bank is illegal and it has no legal or moral right to go after anyone in the West Bank (unless that person attacked Israel inside its internationally recognized borders). Imagine if Russian security officials wearing disguises raided a hospital in occupied Kherson city and executed patients, you think it would not make headlines? We all know it will so why the exception for Israel.
>Since 7 October, Israeli forces have killed at least 357 Palestinians - militants, civilians and attackers - in the West Bank, while Israeli settlers have killed at least eight, according to the United Nations.  
>  
>Even before Hamas’ attack on October 7, Israeli forces had already killed 234 Palestinians in the West Bank this year, while settlers were responsible for nine more killings.

([https://reliefweb.int/report/occupied-palestinian-territory/palestinians-west-bank-2023-was-deadliest-year-record](https://reliefweb.int/report/occupied-palestinian-territory/palestinians-west-bank-2023-was-deadliest-year-record))

So 600 Palestinansians killed in the West Bank in 2023. Israel keeps adding fuel to the fire. And things like this certainly do not help the slightest:

>Far-right ministers call to ‘resettle’ Gaza’s Palestinians, build settlements in Strip  
Arab lawmaker compares statements by party leaders Smotrich and Ben Gvir to Nazi calls for ‘Lebensraum’; Liberman says Israel must reoccupy southern Lebanon to ensure security

[https://www.timesofisrael.com/ministers-call-for-resettling-gazas-palestinians-building-settlements-in-strip/](https://www.timesofisrael.com/ministers-call-for-resettling-gazas-palestinians-building-settlements-in-strip/)

For all its military power, Israel is running on one resource it can replenish - western support or at least western willingness to look the other way. News like this indicate that the supply of this resource may be a lot more limited than Israel may think.
> Frankly, not sure why it's frontpage news

Sneaking in troops disguised as civilians and (especially) medics would be perfidy, wouldn’t it?

Also, Israel has frequently justified strikes on hospitals with “there were weapons and armed men there”, but infiltrating a hospital to assassinate people will be used as a retroactive justification for having arms and fighters in hospitals.
I genuinely hate this index. For one they use different criteria for different regions. That's how you end up with Seychelles being ranked as one of the least corrupt countries in the world on par with the UK. 

But overall I do agree that Ukraine is definitely putting the effort to fight corruption. Especially considering that it's wartime. I would actually say that war helped to an extent as societal outrage is significantly stronger if someone tries to act with impunity.
It's something very hard to measure, and any concrete claims should be taken with caution.

But the war inflicted on Ukraine is defensive, viscerally felt everywhere, and existential. That could well be good for consolidating power in institutions and rallying people around those institutions. So long as the government retains the appearance of fighting the war in good faith people might well be more likely to report things they wouldn't have under a more feckless regime in peacetime, for example. Or to do something through official channels, or follow an unpopular rule, forego something or bear a cost, or whatever.

Russia is looking for exactly those kinds of benefits when it attempts to *frame* its war as defensive and existential, after all.
> Without foreign direct investment in Russia, Putin has even less incentive to care about rule of law.

Corruption destroys armies. Putin can raise the budget arbitrarily high, but if seven different people take a cut, the results are always going to be underwhelming. Not to mention the effects on morale. 

FDI might be gone, but Putin would be wrong to let corruption run even more rampant.
To be fair, it's hard to measure economic and social indicators in wartime.  But also, it's not like Ukraine's prewar trajectory was a mystery?
This has never been a good measure. To begin with, they only claim to measure *perceptions* of corruption, as a proxy for a variable that is in fairness hard to measure, but from what I can tell they rely on a variety of institutions to draft their own surveys and score them, with the methodology behind that remaining opaque (do they rely on hard data at some point or just the analyst's subjective opinion?) and the original data sets not being published. It also means the underlying metric isn't homogeneous, as each source has its own methodology and not all of them cover the same countries (even within the same geographic area or from year to year), so it's hard to tell whether you're comparing apples to oranges.

There's also the obvious problem of political bias from some of their sources. The worst offender I could find was Freedom House, which used questions to measure "corruption" in Russia such as [the following](https://freedomhouse.org/reports/nations-transit/nations-transit-methodology):

> Is the country’s economy free of excessive state involvement?
> Does the government advertise jobs and contracts? 

Whether state involvement in the economy is "excessive" is a matter of economic policy and has little to do with corruption per se. Ditto for the second question.

Russia would certainly have scored higher on both those metrics in 2023 given the increase in the government's budget and recruitment of hundreds of thousands of additional contract soldiers, but it is unclear how this is supposed to tell us anything about "corruption" in the standard sense of the term.

It's also worth noting that at least 2 sources (IMD and WEF) didn't include Russia in their 2023 report, unlike previous years, which means a compositional effect alone could explain the score's evolution (Freedom House consistently gives Russia close to the worst possible score, and their weighting has increased). I haven't seen anything in their methodological section that suggests if / how they accounted for this. Again, lack of reproducibility is a red flag.
That's strange, because according to a [2023 poll](https://zn.ua/UKRAINE/tret-hrazhdan-schitajut-chto-s-nachalom-vojny-uroven-korruptsii-v-ukraine-vyros-opros.html), most Ukrainians think the corruption problem didn't improve or became worse than before the war.
> is a credible response to strike Shahed storage and manufacturing facilities within Iran? 

Depends on what you mean by credible.  Credible as in military capable of physically conducting the strike?  Yeah, plenty of assets have the capability of conducting the strike without risk to the US.  Credible as in the intel to conduct a strike that would damage their capacity to produce Shaheeds?  Questionable.  

To conduct the strike need information on where the target is, then if you are doing missile strikes (JSSM would be a good choice) would be mapping out radar installations so that they could take the optimum route to lower detection.  The result could mean should there be a failure the tech falling into Iran's hands and even with success exposing their air defense system, meaning they now have the ability to assess failure and improve.

Is such a strike deep within Iran to destroy something that could easily be brought back up and running within a few months (they are not complicated machines needing advanced production methods) worth exposing your systems that you would want to have present should you need a strike that is a clear and present danger?

I would say the risk of such a strike for Shadeed production is not worth it.  If you decide to target something related to Uranium enrichment, then that is a better risk.  From a US foreign policy perspective Iran needs to have a strike they can back down from and the US needs to send a signal AND destroy something important if they want deterrence.  A strike on a nuclear program while not related would be something Iran has less of a world stage to complain about compared to a strike in an urban center in Iran for drone production.
I doubt one strike would ever destroy much.

It would make more sense to undermine Iranian domestic security via proxies. The regime is aware of how unpopular it is with certain demographics. Their leadership knowing they are receiving arms, even if it’s not much, will force them to relocate resources towards policing that, and away from more productive work.
>Now that reports are emerging that a Shahed type drone is responsible for the death of 3 US servicemen and the injuries of over 30+

I haven't seen this reported by anyone credible yet, do you have a source?
>is a credible response to strike Shahed storage and manufacturing facilities within Iran?

  
It's possible for the US to strike drone facilities inside Iran but the question is - then what? What happens after the strikes? 

There's no good evidence or reason to believe Iran would not respond in some way or the various militias in the region attacking the US or international shipping lanes would suddenly cease their attacks. The solution to ending these attacks is diplomacy not military. All these attacks ceased when there was ceasefire in Gaza back in November - I don't remember hearing about a single attack not even by HZB against Israel. But down the line the US needs to leave Iraq and Syria because both the governments and enough people in those countries oppose US presence which means the attacks will not stop until the US leaves. The US already has plenty of other military bases in the region no reason to have isolated outpost in hostile and dysfunctional countries.
https://www.nytimes.com/2024/01/30/world/europe/ukraine-zelensky-zaluzhny-general.html  

Just to add to the story, NYT weighs in.  

>A former senior Ukrainian official said Mr. Zelensky’s government had been planning on dismissing the general, but backed off Monday evening when the news was leaked. Now they were slowing down the process, the official said.

>A Ukrainian member of Parliament who had been briefed on the plans gave a similar account, saying the two men met Monday night but no decision was made. One of the sticking points for the government was that there was no immediate replacement to take General Zaluzhny’s place, the person said.    

Yeah, I'd consider a lack of a replacement to be something of a sticking point when firing your top general during an existential war.
behind a paywall...
anyway, I'm a bit confused, Zelensky's office  apparently denied this...But maybe after seeing potential negative reactions, he walked it back or moved it to a later date?
Is there any indication this is a good idea?  Zaluzhny might've not done well with the couner offensive, but  he stopped it quickly when he realised it would fail. He was also in command during the sucessful Kyiv, Kharkiv offensives.

I am beginning to think that maybe who needs replacing is the president. Maybe it is a shame that the UKR Constitution prevents elections.
I’m willing to bet this is Russia trying to create division. Didn’t Zelenskyy already deny these rumors?
I don't see why the US would ever sell F35s to Thailand, especially for such a small order unless they got concessions.  They are way too cozy with the Chinese and have a high rate of corruption.
What stands in the way of Turkey giving up their S-400s in exchange for US and European systems?
The thing with Turkey is interesting. If it isn't just PR talk which it might be, it indicates the US is seeking better relations with Turkey as having a strong ally in the region is increasingly important. I wonder if they want to make a deal regarding what happens in Syria and Iraq if and when they pull out or if this is about securing Turkey's loyalty for a possible future conflict.
I have been seeing the F-16 Block 70s pop up quite a bit over the past few days, I wasn’t even aware they existed and that the F-16 is apparently still getting significant upgrade packages like that.

Can anyone explain what makes the block 70 so much better? A quick look tells me it has the AN/APG-83 radar which is derived from the AN/APG-77 in the F-22 and the AN/APG-81 in the F-35. Would it be fair to say then that right now the F-16 Block 70 has better radar capabilities then both 5th gen aircraft or is that just me not understanding combat aircraft avionics? 

That seems pretty insane and I am surprised that’s even possible on such a relatively older airframe. Are the F-22s and F-35s getting any upgrade packages to rectify this? Or are we entering classified territory here?
I understand a lot of people will dismiss these findings, but it's worth noting that unless Israel developed woman-seeking warheads it seems non-credible that **more** women are dying than men (outside of standard deviation, of course).  And that's assuming completely indiscriminate attacks, if you assume some or lots of discrimination the figure becomes even more questionable.

Sure, men that are members of armed groups might die less from bombing because of tunnels, but even by generous counts that's... 3% of men.
Nazi/fascist are divorced from their actual meaning in Russian discourse. The terms have their obvious negative connotation from WWII but have been co-opted by Putin to be little more than pejorative labels for enemies.
Everyone else has given you some really good answers here, but look at it from the Russian side: If youre Russia, what exactly has happened since 1900 to make you proud of your country? You lost to Japan, got skull fucked so hard in WWI that the Communists took over, they fought a civil war that killed as many as in WWI, then Stalin takes over and starves millions, shoots millions more, and mortgages the country's future on (at the absolute most charitable) a dream that by 1990 was deader than Lenin. There is very little good thats happened to Russia long term...

...Except that they beat the Nazis. Russia can claim, quite credibly, that their participation in WWII was a 'but for' condition for defeating the Germans. This is a hugely important, and emotional, topic for Russians. It was their moment of greatness in a century of blood. It is so important that every year since the 60s there has been a national [moment of silence](https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Minuta_Molchanya#:~:text=Minuta%20Molchanya%20(Russian%3A%20%D0%9C%D0%B8%D0%BD%D1%83%D1%82%D0%B0%20%D0%BC%D0%BE%D0%BB%D1%87%D0%B0%D0%BD%D0%B8%D1%8F,9%20May%20dedicated%20to%20the) to commemorate the war. And controversy when in 2020 COVID canceled the traditional wreath laying ceremony! In just 2018 Russia started construction of a new church, commemorated in 2020, [for the Russian Armed Forces.](https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Main_Cathedral_of_the_Russian_Armed_Forces#:~:text=The%20Main%20Cathedral%20of%20the,victory%20in%20the%20Great%20Patriotic) It heavily features the heroes of WWII, and the floors are literally made from the metal of captured German tanks. This was just built this decade. Thus WWII is still a live issue for Russians in ways its just not in the west. We like to dunk on American dads who adopt WWII as their personality when they hit 40, but for Russians its constant and way more important. Moreover, Putin attempts to draw his legitimacy from this war and tries to bring back that 'moment of pride' in his politics. Its a big reason why he likes Stalin so much, because Stalin was A) a dictator like him, and B) the guy who beat the Nazis. 

So above and beyond everything else, its very important and helpful for Putin to say Ukraine=Nazi Germany because this validates and vitiates his regime. He gets to play Stalin, for all the good and bat that entails.
I think it's a subject that has much more nuance in it than you think. Neo-Nazism is not what we think of when we think Nazi. It's something a little different in Ukrainian and Russian culture (and they both have it). The larger Russian and Ukranian population dislike it but Putin is using it as dogwhistle on his end to whip up support for his war.
Everyone who opposes Russia is a Nazi. Note the same way the label "terrorist" is applied to enemies of the "the West". Joe Biden just declared that "terrorists" attacked American troops in Jordan despite the absurdity of using the word to describe an armed group attacking another armed group
In a twist of fate, after the USSR "freed Ukraine" fromthe clutches of the Nazis and made it into their core territories, they actually faced some resistance. Before the Nazis invaded, the USSR was responsible for the Holodomor one of the biggest (i havent checked, I just know it is a big one) genocide of Ukrainians which made a lot of them see the Nazis as saviors from the evil of the USSR. (I am not going into that, lets just say that from being "liberated" from one evil regime, many would be happy with their new overlords if they are just a bit nicer and they were also able to put the hard time in the war against your evil overlord. There are many documented cases of this).

Point is that this left maybe the second largest nazi population of Ukraine. It also helped that with being part of the USSR for most of the cold war, after they broke away, nationalism was on the rise (and helped a lot to them during the hard times) which is a good breeding ground for National Socialism (aka NaSoc -> aka Nazis).

Now, dont think that this means there is some actual Nazi power block in Ukraine. There is around 1% so in a democracy, they arent even in the parlament or anything, but they are/were a team that you could as a politican, throw a bone for that extra bit of votes.

Then comes 2014, when self organized nazi militias helped a lot with holding the lines, securing important positions and eventually even became accepted members of the military (this is a relatively small number of people, but hey, an extra 1000 people ready to fight with a fanatic like devotion and already trained togather was not something you turned down those days).

So we ended up with things like the so called Azov battalion and other groups.

These were of course addresed after 2014, but not to strongly, because of the anove mentioned reasons.

Nazis are the great evil that the heroic russians defeated totally alone and saved the world. This is inprinted into them through their school system for decades now. WW2 or at least the home front is referred to as the "Great Patriotic War" and is built into the "we can survive anything cause we are russians, the thoughest of all etc etc" nationalist bullshit (that every country has, I dont want to say russian nationalism is bad, I have problems with nationalism itself, but lets skip that rumbling about tribalism).

So in short, this created the easiest bullshit that can be sold at home for russia, flooded in foreign media, cause everybody likes to talk about nazis. And had that tiny bit of a pinch of truth that yes, Ukraine had more natis then most Europen countries and they had a few armed and part of the militar as well (again, a few % at best and not at the decesion makers level).

This is the entire thing. Cheap munition in the media/information warfare that the russians were/are using relentlessly, cause it effective both domesticly and with the foreign audience and because they have no stuff to use that is actually true.

I hope I kept my comment civil enough for this forum and feel free to correct me. I am, just like you are, not immune to my media bubble and propaganda.
> As Kyiv Post reported earlier this month, Russian forces have suffered such heavy losses that some troops are reportedly refusing to attack.

> According to multiple Ukrainian and Russian sources, Moscow’s attempts to wipe out the bridgehead employing substantial ground attacks have virtually come to a halt.

The resilience of this bridge head has been astounding.

As for the drones, I don’t think using FPVs against the bridge head is efficient. The force on the other side is basically entirely on foot, and after all this time, heavily dug in. It’s going to be difficult to find a Ukrainian in the trenches, and when they do find one chances are they will only hit that individual. An area of the front with more vehicles to try to hit would make more sense. There are some boats that would make good targets there, but not nearly as much as there are trucks, tanks, and everything else elsewhere.
I thought there were recent reports that Ukraine is trying to withdraw from there? Crazy that it is still an issue for this long.
[**Was the Zaluzhnyi firing story "fake"? Ukrainian newspaper Dzerkalo Tyzhnia says Zelensky did meet with him on Monday and asked him to resign. Zaluzhnyi refused, says the paper, and *(the paper)* pointed out that Ze will need the defense minister's support to oust him.**](https://twitter.com/KevinRothrock/status/1752296187204440132)  

They also say:  

>ZN.UA sources also confirm that Zaluzhny's potential dismissal, which has not yet been formalized by presidential decree, is only the first link in a chain of personnel changes in the AFU command and the political leadership of the country.  

Edit:   
[**FT - Zelenskyy on Monday offered Valeriy Zaluzhny, commander-in-chief of the armed forces, a new role but the general refused, according to four people familiar with the discussions. Two of them said Zelenskyy had made clear to Zaluzhny that regardless of whether he took the role, he would be removed from his current position. The four people cautioned that Zelenskyy had not yet dismissed Zaluzhny and might not do so for some time after reports of the general’s ousting appeared in Ukrainian media. [...] Replacing Zaluzhny would also cause an uproar within Ukraine’s rank-and-file military and civil society, among whom the general enjoys huge support. \[...\] But four people with knowledge of the situation told the Financial Times that a decision had been made in Zelenskyy’s office to dismiss Zaluzhny from his post. What remains to be worked out, according to all four people with knowledge of the issue, is the timeline of Zaluzhny’s departure, whether he will accept a new role and who would replace him as commander-in-chief.**](https://www.ft.com/content/aa9aacfc-c248-4550-bf28-d79ad4c553cb)
I was wondering that too.  It's 3:30 pm in Ukraine, and as far as I can tell Zaluzhny is for now definitely not fired.  But I haven't seen any new developments either direction.
At least one image of the second link appears to be from before the start of the war 

[jeff21461](https://twitter.com/Jeff21461/status/1752321631442063755?t=aS54b7SdNLgt7pEDBl7ZMg&s=19)

> At least 1 of the 2 pictures used here pre-dates the 2022 full scale invasion of Ukraine by about 8 days. I have yet to find a source for the other image but I suspect it to have been taken around the same time.
This development has been curious to me since to my knowledge despite these mostly being out of service, they’ve not been replaced. Just checked online and apparently T-90MSs are supposed to replace these tanks. Well, those deliveries may be pushed back a bit. Wonder what’s going on behind the scenes….

Anyways, these tanks will integrate pretty easily with the already-existing T-72 fleet. Probably they’ll be brought up to T-72EA standard at least before transfer.
Should probably clarify that you're talking about the *Russian* president for anyone that might not click your link.
I don't think that this is a particularly noteworthy information. Putin and his cronies don't even really hide their insane wealth.

I mean they all wear watches that cost hundreds of thousands of dollars. Not the most subtle bunch.
Wow. 

It is a good idea to read this article. In the West even tabloids usually have better standards, so only rarely can you read a report so completely and utterly devoid of any evidence.

The only part linking the villa to Putin is "locals say he visits often" and "FSB then replaces ordinary security guards" - naturally without any photo, video or audio of said locals or FSB spooks.
Please refrain from drive-by link dropping.  Summarize articles, only quote what is important, and use that to build a post that other users can engage with; offers some in depth knowledge on a well discussed subject; or offers new insight on a less discussed subject.
> which seems to imply some major production problems

As much as I hope for that, it sounds more like a standard "Keep up the good work and don't get complacent" pep talk.
I wouldn't trust any news coming out of Russia's MOD or MIC, for example the BMP-3 should by now be the most active IFV in the russian army, but its use has only diminished,in the last year.

https://mil.in.ua/en/news/russian-army-receives-new-batch-of-bmp-3/

  
Same for refurbishment/Production of MBT they claimed 200 T-90M before the war, the main Tank used is still the T-72, and the T-55 has made its appearance on the battlefield,  following the RU claims russian forces should now be an ultra modern force
Here is what one of the most bullish Russian [economists](https://ibb.co/zVB5hCM ) has to say about this topic today:

> “The probability of Russia entering recession over the next 12 months has jumped to 80%, based on our model,” said Alex Isakov of Bloomberg Economics.

There are less sanguine economists on this topic to quote, but since he has been specifically quoted on this sub before.
The same IMF report has a 1.2% recession for 2022 instead of 2.1%, is that the result of a (fairly significant) revision or just a typo? I don't recall Russia officially revising the 2022 recession down, though it would explain why they have 2023 growth somewhat lower (3% instead of ~3.5%), as they'd be starting from a higher base.
But the data is from the Russians no?
1. Even though it may be an unpopular view, Russia is a reasonably effective market economy, a significant upgrade over the communist USSR. Admittedly, they are far from Western standards, but compared to the developing world, their performance isn't all that bad.

2. China is an economic powerhouse that rivals the Western world. It plays a crucial role in nullifying Western sanctions and pressure. The invasion of Ukraine is impossible without China's counterbalance to the West. The situation with Iran is strikingly similar; China snubs Western sanctions on Iran, providing Tehran with a lifeline. This support has resulted in the current volatility in the ME. Without China's backing, Iran would not be as belligerent, and its proxies would be less powerful.

3. Russia has a competitive advantage: it owns a lot of Earth's real estate (the war in Ukraine is to expand these real estate holdings). Coupled with their minimal concern for workers' rights or environmental protections, and a reasonably functional market economy (as per point 1), Russia manages to be relatively productive in the resource business.

4. OPEC backs Russia. [The kingdoms of OPEC, whether rightly or wrongly, see themselves as linked to Russia's current 'Tsar.'](https://imgur.com/EUHLgrz) They are definitely not aligned with the Western bloc.

---

The USSR lost the Cold War and disintegrated because of its communist economy. From Moscow's POV, they've now remedied their glaring mistake by transitioning to a market economy. With this 'communist' issue resolved, they are, so to speak, back in business and what some if 'their' territory back.
Just to put this in perspective. This is the german empires 1930-1950 gdp per capita graph (inflation adjusted). Deficit (or spending the piggy bank) spending can lead to GDP growth in the short term.

[german empire 1930-1950](https://upload.wikimedia.org/wikipedia/commons/7/7b/Economic_development_of_Germany_1930-1950.jpg)

Now the question would be, is the german economy the best in 1944, based on gdp numbers this would be accurate, if you factor in more than gdp it becomes quite a different story.
Noob Question: Are these kinds of growth usually felt by people? Especially during conflict?
Please refrain from posting low quality comments.
Still feels like cannon fodder. Eight weeks is basic training here in the States. In WW2 I recall we were up to four months training before combat. They need more than this.
It's a temporary infusion, essentially.

Every year a new group of men become eligible for the draft, on account of time progressing, whether they're 27 or 25.

Lowering to 25 only solves the current personnel deficit, which is causing all sorts of issues for the UAF. It's necessary, but nothing beyond that.

What's more interesting is the basic training of up to 5 months.   
If it's done right, that means every man turning 25 will have much of their basic training already done. Which is nothing to skimp at.   
It also means every man will have been months in an environment which may inspire them to want to "fight with their brothers", and make them trust more in their ability to actually do so.
If you look at Ukraine’s [demographic pyramid](https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1002/psp.2656#) (scroll down to Figure 5) there’s a massive dip in the number of people in their early 20s. They’re a fraction of say, the late 30s/early 40s population.
I could be wrong but I think it's a rather crazy idea in the context of a modern military to bring in teenagers into the armed forces in any context of responsibility, like maybe as cadets could be acceptable but I mean come on, we've all been teenagers and have and do know teenagers, the average personality of an 18 year old is not what I would call stable.
It's simple really. Drafting younger people will destroy your political prospects for a longer time. Although I don't see much difference in "alienating" voters 20+ vs voters 25+.
>The bill proposes abolishing military service and replacing it with basic military training.
  

This part
The original February 2022 mobilization framework had listed October 2022 as the date where women **could** begin getting drafted, but the actual date has been pushed back as for now Ukraine really doesn't want to do that.
I meant that Slovakia has the F-16s.

https://www.janes.com/defence-news/news-detail/lockheed-martin-rolls-out-first-f-16-for-slovakia
That's obviously what's going on. They can't let Biden have the "win" of getting aid to Ukraine, while at the same time fixing the one problem they say only they can fix, the border. Many Republicans don't *actually* want it closed, because many of them would lose their entire platform.
>it would be a cruel joke if we wasted precious months pretending and playing this game to fix our border just to then walk away from a bipartisan compromise because we are in an election year.

Unfortunately it seems likely that this is *exactly* what's happening. I said more or less the same thing a few days ago. 

Seems like Republicans added demands about the border to the Ukraine/Israel aid discussion not to actually try to make a deal that actually addresses the issue, but to grandstand and virtuesignal to their base. That Democrats have actually accepted the compromise doesn't appear to have been in their original calculus, which is why they're hemming and hawing now that a deal is actually feasible. 

If this is really how US politics is these days, in the midst of this many global crises, I dread for the future. Our enemies must be giddy watching us destroy our global credibility and reliability over petty domestic politics, all so that Republicans can have a better chance of reelecting one of the most corrupt and criminal presidents in US history.
>would it be possible for them to start using the railway between Volnovakha and Donetsk city? 

Russia is building and finishing a derelict railway line (and new highway) running closer to Mariupol that connects to Rostov (IIRC), that will be their main supply line in the south once it's finished. I doubt they need the railway line you mentioned. 

&#x200B;

>Actually, this is a side note, but were trains operating into Donetsk and the 2015 Russian controlled areas up to 2022? If not I suppose that railway hasnt been used for many years

Not from Ukraine into the L/DNR territories, you could take a train from Rostov to Donetsk though.

Now that GLSDB has entered the picture the railway and highway under construction will be a priority target I guess.
Yep, their statement is being widely reported across Middle Eastern media.

https://aja.ws/lbs7xl?update=6234075

We can only speculate, but I have a strong suspicion that some officials in Tehran are a bit panicked about everything that's happened in the last few days and are now trying to get their proxies to calm down a little to avoid throwing more petrol on the fire (and maybe encourage the US to not respond so harshly). Remember that whilst Iran have generally been happy to stir the pot as a means of coercion, they absolutely do not want the conflict escalating to a regional war.

edit - per the [Reuters](https://www.reuters.com/world/middle-east/iraqs-kataib-hezbollah-suspends-military-operations-us-forces-statement-2024-01-30/) report linked below:

>Speaking on condition of anonymity, an Iraqi official said Kataib Hezbollah's decision came after intensive contacts by the Iraqi government with both U.S. officials and Iraqi armed groups to prevent escalation after the Jordan attack.

>"Clearly what happened was a step too far and put everyone at a crossroads," the official said.
So Iran's idea was basically *maximum pressure*, but DO NOT KILL AMERICAN TROOPS. And these guys fucked it up?
> There are credible beliefs that gulf oil capacity is dropping although the well is a bit poisoned by 20 year old peak oil books arguing the same (e.g. Twilight in the Desert (2005)). 

A lot of the peak oil hysteria went beyond that, even, and argued that there was going to be a global disaster bordering on civilizational collapse because oil was suddenly going to run out. It reminds me a bit of the “AI will take all of our jobs and lead to mass unemployment” hysteria that came a few years later.
I think SA is trying to become like the UAE which does have tourism, but my research seems to suggest that UAE's tourism is dwarfed by its financial investments in many companies and institutions.  Tourism for SA will be difficult until the societal changes are over, not while it is ongoing.
You can’t have a great economy if nobody wants to live there. McKinsey consultants stayed in the UAE when working for Saudi because nobody wants no live or work in that backwards country. Big problem when all the skills companies are all internal the Saudi workforce is unproductive.
Further to the problem with tourism: their best market would be foreign Muslims performing the Hajj, but a significant proportion of those tourists are wealthy because of oil in their home countries. When oil stops being profitable for KSA it also stops being profitable for all the neighbouring countries, and so even if you technically diversify from oil into services, if those services are sold to those who still rely on oil, you're also still reliant on oil.
I would have thought tourism is actually pretty labor intensive.  why would those working in toursim have less ability to negotiate that in other industries?  given client facing when the client experience is paramount, would think workers fare better than other industries.
Iran has a larger population with far higher levels of educational attainment and human capital. Iran would rapidly approach middle income levels comparable to Eastern Europe or S. America if not for sanctions and economic mismanagement / cronyism by IRGC. 

Saudi / Gulf states on the other hand don't have anything if oil/gas run out. IMO tourism is way overblown since Dubai, Qatar, NEOM all rely on implicit infrastructure subsidies which will be unsustainable without resource industry.
This quote is 1 year old now, so we don't know if the numbers are correct, but they mentioned 24 in the first batch and 750 in total this year:



"Experts estimated that Ukraine could get two launchers and 24 weapons within nine months after the Pentagon approves the plan, and 12 launchers and 750 bombs by the end of 2024."


https://en.defence-ua.com/weapon_and_tech/us_officials_concerned_not_being_able_to_send_glsdb_150_km_bombs_in_time_so_they_dont_send_them_at_all-5430.html
They were included in a $2.2 billion U.S. military aid package announced by the Pentagon in February 3, 2023.  


[https://www.rferl.org/a/ukraine-us-military-aid-rockets-longer-range/32254764.html](https://www.rferl.org/a/ukraine-us-military-aid-rockets-longer-range/32254764.html)
Just want to point out that the justification for 9/11 was threefold (based on the fatwas issued by ObL) -- US military presence in KSA, support for israel and sanctions against iraq.

Obviously ObL had taken issue with Soviet Union beforehand, and presumably would have taken issue with any colonial power imposing itself in the 'holy land' (and of course that would include Zionists).

>First, for over seven years the United States has been occupying the lands of Islam in the holiest of places, the Arabian Peninsula, plundering its riches, dictating to its rulers, humiliating its people, terrorizing its neighbors, and turning its bases in the Peninsula into a spearhead through which to fight the neighboring Muslim peoples.

>If some people have in the past argued about the fact of the occupation, all the people of the Peninsula have now acknowledged it. The best proof of this is the Americans' continuing aggression against the Iraqi people using the Peninsula as a staging post, even though all its rulers are against their territories being used to that end, but they are helpless.

>Second, despite the great devastation inflicted on the Iraqi people by the crusader-Zionist alliance, and despite the huge number of those killed, which has exceeded 1 million... despite all this, the Americans are once against trying to repeat the horrific massacres, as though they are not content with the protracted blockade imposed after the ferocious war or the fragmentation and devastation.

>So here they come to annihilate what is left of this people and to humiliate their Muslim neighbors. Third, if the Americans' aims behind these wars are religious and economic, the aim is also to serve the Jews' petty state and divert attention from its occupation of Jerusalem and murder of Muslims there. The best proof of this is their eagerness to destroy Iraq, the strongest neighboring Arab state, and their endeavor to fragment all the states of the region such as Iraq, Saudi Arabia, Egypt, and Sudan into paper statelets and through their disunion and weakness to guarantee Israel's survival and the continuation of the brutal crusade occupation of the Peninsula.

[. . .]

>The ruling to kill the Americans and their allies -- civilians and military -- is an individual duty for every Muslim who can do it in any country in which it is possible to do it, in order to liberate the al-Aqsa Mosque and the holy mosque [Mecca] from their grip, and in order for their armies to move out of all the lands of Islam, defeated and unable to threaten any Muslim. This is in accordance with the words of Almighty God, "and fight the pagans all together as they fight you all together," and "fight them until there is no more tumult or oppression, and there prevail justice and faith in God."

https://web.archive.org/web/20131128194258/http://www.pbs.org/newshour/updates/military/jan-june98/fatwa_1998.html
>Of course they urge diplomacy now and not when it was being offered to them repeatedly over the last four months.

Are we sure this isn't a translation issue? Do we have the original statement?
Low effort
Most airplane parts is something Russia isn't able to simply replace with increased costs. 

Some technologies are definitely more impactful than others, if we sanctioned CNC tech in the first month of the war it would have much more dire consequences for Russia than anything else; instead we waited 1.5years+ before doing so, giving them precious time to better integrate with China's CNC sector. Even still, China can't act as a replacement for tech support and software updates; since the vast majority of Russia's CNC is sourced from Europe.
>Russia needs nothing that it cannot produce itself.

This is probably the most non-credible statement I've ever seen on this sub. Maybe on Reddit.
>the freezing probably happens every year, just nobody bothers reporting it

It's a confluence of events, pretty bad winter there this year for one. That said you're right it's something that happens all the time, but usually there isn't a war going on. 

The war didn't cause these issues, but it's probably making them worse.
What a ridiculous comparison. Scandinavia doesn't have decaying Soviet era infrastructure with people freezing to death in their homes, people gathering in courtyards to light furniture bonfires, or heating pipes freezing and bursting en masse just outside the nation's capital, as has been the case in Russia the last few weeks.

https://www.dw.com/en/why-are-many-russians-freezing-in-their-homes-this-winter/a-68025856
> This Winter is Also hard for Scandinavia too.

Yeah I had to lift the tarp off of another wood pile as the one that's under the roof ran out.

I've also run out of gravel.
And I suppose someone from the warm, post-Yugoslav Croatia would know about Scandinavian/Nordic winters? Unlike there, winters here are supposed to be dark, long and very cold. Despite that, we voluntarily exercise outdoors, spend cabin weekends without electricity, ice bath. It's normal.

Electricity price market average from [October-January is 9 c/kWh](https://vertaa-kilpailuttajat.fi/sahko-futuurit-sahkon-hinta-tulevaisuudessa/). At no instance has the price increased/availability decreased so much that reserve generation has been contemplated. The winter has been long, but lots of intermittent windy \~0 \*C days. It's illegal to build a house without proper isolation, we don't use gas for heating. Hell, a third of my childhood home walls was glass panes.
It has not been hard in Scandinavia other than for traffic and too much rain in the south. For actual infrastructure it hasn't been a problem. My dad had -37 degrees (record) and the only hard part was not being able to take walks etc. The grid kept up fine.
> **This Winter was very hard for whole Europe and many People died then.**

What is your evidence that this winter hit us hard (im german), or what is the evidence that many people died (especially in comparison to russia).

> [“What can be asserted without evidence can also be dismissed without evidence.”](https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Hitchens%27s_razor#:~:text=Hitchens's%20razor%20is%20an%20epistemological,Hitchens%20\(1949%E2%80%932011\).)
I live in Denmark, and winters are not "hard" for anyone, not even the poorest. At worst, there are a few more traffic accidents because of ice on the roads. Heavy rain has flooded some basements and caused economic damage, and heavy winds close down the bridges for a day every few years, but that's pretty much it.
At the very least, we should be able to spin up basic goods quickly. I appreciate there would be different shifts in a full society mobilization but can we at least spin up dumb shells quickly? God help us if our key factories get hit in a conflict.

[https://www.wsj.com/articles/the-u-s-military-has-an-explosive-problem-6e1a1049](https://www.wsj.com/articles/the-u-s-military-has-an-explosive-problem-6e1a1049)

&#x200B;

We are not worried enough about someone calling the bluff on all of our commitments.

On a fairly recent Russian Contingency podcast (~2 months) Michael Kofman was saying how North Korea gave Russia more shells in a few months than Europe has the entire war. He then said " and I thought European stakes in this war were higher than North Koreas" 

Just felt like sharing that.
> That's doubling our very low pre-war production in slightly less than two years.

Doubling in 1 year, since the political decision to increase ammo production and award contracts wasn't made until right about now 1 year ago.
Ukraine needs about 10 000 shells a day. By strength of economic, the US should provide roughly half of that with European countries providing the other half. 


Which means the US should aim at producing 150 000 shells per month...
The issue with this is Zaluzhny is correct, no? Both forces are at a stalemate, and the Russians only break them by using preposterous amount of material and men to win a few kilometers at a time.
yes but that's a symptom not a cause. Zelensky must have his reasons to bypass Zaluzhny? Im not saying they are necessarily good reasons but the dispute must have started before that point?
> Zaluzhny is advocating for a slow attritional battle, Zelensky is concerned that if the world gets bored the international attention and aid will dwindle.

I believe this is crux of the fundamental disagreement between Zaluzhny and Zelensky. Zaluzhny, as a military man, correctly, in my view, believes that the only viable military strategy for Ukraine is a defensive stance trying to win an attritional battle, positioning Ukraine as a more agile David against the larger Russian Goliath.

Zelensky, also rightly in my opinion, contends that while the fate of Ukraine is being determined on the battlefield, the outcome of that is essentially predestined entirely by external Western support. For Zelensky, the real battle is for the hearts and minds of the West, with the most crucial fight for Ukraine's future currently unfolding in a theatre far removed from Ukraine: the US House of Representatives.

---

I think both of them are right. I don't know the way out of this.
> Zaluzhny wants mobilization, Zelensky is very reluctant to do so.

Don't buy this as a reason

a) Zelensky doesn't want mobilization because he doesn't like doing unpopular things.  Firing Zaluzhny would be an unpopular thing.

b) How would firing Zaluzhny affect mobilization discourse?  He might advocate it for even loudly if he's fired.
Why do you believe it was Zaluzhny and not Budanov (contrary to many countries, in Ukraine the Chief Intelligence Directorate is not a subordinate of the CinC? This operation would certainly be within his preview and fit the pattern of operations attributed to Budanov, who'd also have a better fitting means at his disposal than Zaluzhny (though it's certainly technically possible for him to arrange for that).
But then he would have sacked him last year, no?
First time I've heard of that, sources or evidence?
> but there's a line being crossed when you dress up as Doctors,

I think going into a hospital for a mission like this is unacceptable as a general matter, unless the target is using the hospital as a form of human shield.  Were the militants there genuinely seeking medical treatment?
> I think for two reasons, firstly the video is quite comical and noteworthy to some extent, one of them is still carrying the wheelchair they snuck in on whilst also carrying a rifle in the other hand, it's doing the rounds based on this bit alone, it certainly got my attention when I was scrolling past it.

It does make for good viewing, I'll admit.  I didn't want to say that out the gate, but I do wonder if this story's prominence is how... cinematic it is.

>Say for example a security camera captured Russian agents in Ukraine disguised as doctors using the opportunity to assassinate a Ukrainian commander in hospital? It's exactly the same scenario

It's definitely not **exactly** the same scenario.  Russia-Ukraine is **unambiguously** a peer-peer war. 

Are Israel's COIN operations in Jenin war, policing actions, COIN, or intelligence actions?  Because it contains elements of all 4.

And for three of those 4, perfidy doesn't seem that strange.  

Police or counterterror groups are allowed to lie and disguise themselves, depending on jurisdiction obviously.

Spies and assassins even more so.

And even in the 4th circumstance, war, where perfidy isn't allowed - the typical deterrent there is that the other side might start committing perfidy themselves, but frankly Hamas doesn't exactly have a strict uniform code, other groups even less so.

>but there's a line being crossed when you dress up as Doctors

And that's a defensible position, maybe even a correct one.  However, you're arguing that position in a far more ambiguous situation than Russia-Ukraine, which despite everything has been a relatively aboveboard conventional war.
>It's exactly the same scenario and it would also get the same level of intrigue and to some extent condemnation

its not even remotely the same scenario. a uniformed commander officially belonging to national armed forces, whether afu , ruaf, pla or whatever,  is entirely different from a terrorist from the plj. unlawful combatants are wildly different in what rights are given to them. im not condoning anything but its the exact opposite of what you said
> but there's a line being crossed when you dress up as Doctors, maybe that isn't particularly rational,

The concept is known as [Perfidy](https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Perfidy#Geneva_Conventions), which is highly frowned on and excessive use basically turns non-combatants into valid targets since they could potentially be disguised soldiers.
> unless that person attacked Israel inside its internationally recognized borders

These are unambiguous PLJ members (that were admitted as such by the organization).  That is absolutely an organization that attacks Israel, even within their borders.

So I'm glad we're agreed this attack was justified.
> And things like this certainly do not help the slightest:

I do think it's very likely that Israel will likely reintroduce Gazan settlements after this war.  They've escalated settlements after basically every war they've won, and to my memory this is the most pro-settlement administration they've had.  

Presidential elections are unlikely to help much, since Trump would basically just instantly greenlight it.  Maybe if Biden wins and then can use the increased invincibility that comes with a 2nd term presidency...  Hard to say.

>western support or at least western willingness to look the other way.

Weird to say that, just opened up a conversation with another user bemoaning how the west pretty uniformly cut off funding to UN organization a based off of Israeli allegations.

Legitimate question - how do you fit that in your mental model of western support as a quantity?
Most indexes are terrible once you look under the hood. The freedom of press index is weird because it looks at journalists killed, and there were quite a few in the US… after a disgruntled journalist killed his coworkers. Obviously tragic, but not really related to freedom of press. 

I understand that comparing something as nebulous as “corruption” or “press” is exceedingly difficult, but a lot of these indexes really do make some strange choices.
Putin has showed time and time again he is far more concerned with internal stability and maintaining control than he is with building an effective combat force. Combating corruption is both extremely difficult and extremely unpopular. I can’t think of many ways to destabilize the Russian military at this point than to threaten most of its senior leadership by embarking on a campaign that will likely end with many of them in prison or at least out of a job.
>Ditto for the second question.

Please elaborate? Open tenders are a crucial part of fighting corruption.
Small note here. In things like corruption, you cannot discount the power of perception. If people think a system is corrupt, it will be so.
That poll was also carried out in February.
A single poll might be an outlier, and this index isn't a popularity contest anyway. The CPI takes into account surveys and assessments from various international institutions.
[Three US soldiers killed in Jordan attack named](https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-middle-east-68133115.amp)

> The official indicated it was a "type of Shahed drone," which is a one-way attack drone Iran has been providing to Russia.
You can find it here: https://archive.vn/FAOTF
With the caveats that an outsider can't know who deserves what responsibility for which actions in real-time, and that historical assignments of credit and blame tend to shift drastically even decades after the event in question, it does seem that Zaluzhny has a more realistic view of the situation than Ukraine's executive wing or even other highly-ranked generals(cough, cough Sirsky).
The Ukrainian military in 2023

* *severely* underestimated Russian reserves,
* spent Ukraine's *entire* strategic stockpile of shells, including the cluster ammunition infusion,
* sent *fresh* units with new equipment into an understrength run on Tokmak,
* scattered Ukrainian offensive potential over 3 separate fronts, *against* the conclusions of their wargaming,
* seemingly ignored all western advice in general
* did not prepare forces properly for the combined arms attack to be carried out.

Hindsight paints a very bleak picture of Ukrainian high command in 2023. Perhaps it is undeserved, but I don't see how it is.

Now, perhaps there was political pressure, but as Ukraine's top general it would have been his responsibility to not throw away the lives of his soldiers.   
Had Zaluzhny resigned, a new general taken over, and then the offensive has occurred, then it would have been a clear-cut case of politics getting in the way of proper strategy, but being a commander before and during he holds all responsibility.

Thus it also isn't hard to imagine the failure of the offensive, both in planning and in execution, was squarely on Zaluzhny and the military brass. 

Ukraine is now facing a reinvigorated russian army with a fraction of the ammunition they need because one of the main flows have stopped and because nothing was apparently kept in strategic reserve for an event just like this.
I don't think we(the public) have any real idea of what is going on behind closed doors when it comes to Ukraine's strategic and tactical decisions.    

It's also hard to say how much Zelensky is to blame, how many people were saying Ukraine shouldn't try an offensive in 2023 because they lacked the capability to successfully do so? Even now that it was clearly an overly aggressive strategy, I'd bet a majority of people will insist it had to be done and Ukraine just bungled it.
>  Zaluzhny might've not done well with the couner offensive, but he stopped it quickly when he realised it would fail.


I'm not sure when this mythos came to be, but he didn't. Ukraine was actively committing new brigades in the Tokmak direction all the way through September, including one of their best, the 82nd Airborne. Additionally, the 3rd Assault (Azov) hammered southern Bakhmut even past that. So Ukraine's offensive lasted for nearly all of June, July, August, and most of September.


Zaluzhny did halt the mechanized attacks that began the offensive, much to Western commanders' dismay. Rumblings through all the postmortems were that NATO generals were shocked that Ukraine didn't conduct a massed assault, but rather drip fed their men and materiel into the meat grinder. They assumed high casualties in exchange for a sudden breakthrough. Instead, they got high casualties over four months and no breakthrough. And wasted half a million shells in the process.
>Zaluzhny might've not done well with the couner offensive, but  he stopped it quickly when he realised it would fail. He was also in command during the sucessful Kyiv, Kharkiv offensives.

I have a much higher opinion of Zaluzhny (who sounds reasonable and moderate in his interviwes) than of Zelensky, but that counteroffensive lasted much, much longer than it should have had.
Is there an indication that this is true? I mean it's been denied by the mod and the president's office. And unlike previous high profile firings there were no real scandals or investigations prior to this.
I disagree with getting ride of the president, with the problems being mainly military.

There does need to be a shakeup within the military and maybe this is what can cause it.
The only way this makes sense is if Russia has a number of assets high in the Ukrainian government. FT is citing 4 sources here. Other journalists and outlets like KyivIndependent have cited their own sources in the UA government. 

These rumors aren't coming from TASS or the Kremlin, they are coming from Kyiv.
its not russia and they dont need to try to create division. its not a dictatorship. ppl will naturally disagree about big topics like this. these leaks are coming from the general staff camp and also peteroshenko's camp as the article even says. im all for it if it keeps zaluzhny safe
The Thai military literally fields Chinese SAMs. Not that they're on the cusp of flying them, but very odd to me that the idea of Thai F-35s ever even got as far the headlines.
I doubt the Thai government believes they can get F-35s strings free. Aligning more closely with the west is a prerequisite for them. But they are probably a long way from being trusted enough to get them, no matter what their long term goals are.
It’s going to be a long time until F-35s are available for them, even if they were trusted.
I suspect any men dead in tuinnels aren't recovered. eg those flooded tunnels, bunker busted tunnels and so on.

Where as every dead woman and child even those dead from none war related reasons will be exhaustively documented.
I think it's that, but also a bit more; that those who use it basically do so to designate what they see as an untolerable form of nationalism or national consciousness within Ukraine (or Belarus, although less markedly) which rejects the "Russianness" of the population (and, by extension, claims they should enjoy full sovereignty vis-à-vis Russia). I believe there's a real ideological side; all the talk of "anti-Russia", of linguistic, cultural, political detachment from Russia, of people not recognizing themselves as an extension of the Russian population being akin to a genocide of "Russians," etc; that it's a condemnation of the whole national identity/political project.
> Russia can claim, quite credibly, that their participation in WWII was a 'but for' condition for defeating the Germans.

This is not, strictly speaking, true. The USSR may have been able to make that claim. Russians were roughly half of the Soviet population, and were proportionally represented in the Red Army. This is another case of Russians selectively taking exclusive credit for parts of USSR history as a purely Russian legacy while discarding others as USSR-only history.
Can't echo this enough. National pride matters. Nations without it descend into malaise. So often are wars fought for the purpose of regaining some sense of pride. Italy in World War II wanted to regain the glory of Rome. Hitler rose to power as an antidote to national and economic malaise. Trump arguably won for the same reason. China wants Taiwan for its own understanding of national pride, that being unity at all costs.


Countries united around common purpose have power that is more than the sum of their parts. Russia is a country that by all rights should be sinking deep into malaise, a continuation of the 90s. Yet they have hundreds of thousands of men willing to die for... The Donbas. Some stagnant region with no future because its past was based on coal. Might as well go to war for West Virginia. Not because they need the resources, but because Putin has successfully made them think it's Russia, and that Ukraine is Germany on the attack. 


Russia's pride at having defeated the Nazi invasion at the cost of a substantial fraction of their populace is one of the few things they can point to as a positive legacy. After the memory of the 90s, they'd do anything to feel that again. Small wonder they're so willing to accept enormous casualties. To those who know what Russia suffered back then, this is nothing.
[deleted]
There's nothing absurd about calling them terrorists. Was Al Qaida not a terrorist force? Was ISIS not? When the Iraqi sectarians were engaged in a civil war before the Surge they were absolutely armed groups attacking each other- and committing atrocities to enforce their political views. There's nothing wrong with an armed, organized group being labeled terrorists.

I do agree with your sentiment though. In Russia "Nazi" is the same slur that 'fascist' is in liberal American circles, and that's how it is being used here. Fascist as a slur conflates a weak argument (I disagree politically) with a strong argument (they hate American democracy). Nazi conflates weak and strong arguments as well, the weak, "I disagree politically" and the strong, "they want to destroy Russia like the Nazis did."
Hitting boats is very effective as the soldiers struck would drown and are without cover on these boats. The boats also are the only means of rotation or supplying.
The resiliency of that bridgehead has been discussed before. While the infantry nestled amongst the houses are in a hell of a position, everything else that is aupporting them is relatively nice and cozy. Artillery, air defense, drone operators, EWcan be pushed closer thanks to the river acting as a natural barrier and the logistics is also quite easy right up to the riverbank. Those guys are raking some of the worst hell that the conflict has to offer but also some of the best attrition ratios that their homeland needs right now. Right there next to Avdivka and such places.
that tweet is misleading. they are not saying thats what zaluzhny said but what the procedure the paper thinks has to be followed in terms of umerov
There an FT article that just dropped. It's behind a paywall but it's several comments above.
I would like to add that altho there is no official confirmation and i doubt there will be one the owner of the company Djuro Djakovic is the same one as Excalibur Army which is the one responsible for modernization of T-72's for Ukraine.

As for the M-84 tanks,Croatia uses the variant M-84A4 "Sniper" which has the same armor as T-72 with an upgraded fire guidance system.

From wiki:
This version includes the all-new SCS-84 day/night sight, DBR-84 ballistic computer and improved elevation and traverse sensors. Croatia purchased around 40 of these models from 1996 till 2003 from its domestic factory. It is rumored, but not officially confirmed, that these tanks have a different engine of German origin, rated at 1,100 hp instead of the 1,000 hp engine originally installed. A Racal communication suite replaced the older communication set. By 2008 the entire Croatian M-84 tank fleet had been upgraded to the M-84A4 standard. 

Edit:added information from english wiki since it has more info then croatian wiki.
>Just checked online and apparently T-90MSs are supposed to replace these tanks. Well, those deliveries may be pushed back a bit.

The Kuwaiti contract for T90MS dates back to 2017 and was already postponed back in 2019, these postponements have been (as far as I'm aware) on the Kuwaiti side, which leads me to believe that Kuwait is playing the procurement game to try and see if they can swap their T90MS purchases for something else. 

CAATSA came into effect just before the Kuwaiti contract, which would mean that Kuwait signed it aware of the potential consequences and that any push to complete the purchase would bring Kuwait under the same banner of sanctions as was threatened against Egypt for its purchase of the Su35 and India for its purchase of the S-400. 

Granted the sanctions are relatively toothless, they're a bluff intended to try and pressure countries to buy American and they are largely successful-ish (they arguably failed in regards to the Su-35 and Iran as an unintended consequence but on the direct level they succeeded in stopping Egypt from buying Russian equipment at the time).

Kuwait was playing for time before the war impacted potential T90 deliveries, now that the war is in full swing Kuwait will have all of the excuse it needs to drop out of the contract, although it's my estimation that they never had any intention of completing the contract in the first place and were using it as a negotiating tool to purchase equipment elsewhere potentially at a lower rate if the US was willing to play ball in cutting Russia out of the equation. I guess with the war negating any chance of deliveries Kuwait have no more bargaining power. 

It's worth noting that of the 200 M-84s that Kuwait initially ordered, only 149 were actually delivered and the Shahid armoured brigade only operates 70 M-84's, a large number of these tanks may be non operational or potentially in long term storage. We don't have much solid news on this potential refurbishment/transfer to Ukraine, and any tanks is a good thing, but it will be interesting to see how many actually end up in Ukraine and also how long the refurbishment process might take. For arguments sake assuming a negative outcome, only 50 tanks, that would still be a much welcomed addition to Ukraine's capabilities.
> the president’s secret Karelian compound

This part is a giveaway, but I agree it wasn’t super clear. 
Well, they claim 1,500+ tanks restored and produced in 2023, out of which the T-90 is perhaps 200-300, so it could not dominate quantitatively.

The BMP-3 production figures are reported to be about 400, out of 2,500 IFVs and APCs Russia claims to have restored and produced in 2023, so again hard to see how the BMP-3s could dominate.

Perhaps an unnecessary caveat, but Russian production figures should be taken with a big grain of salt, but it's worth knowing what they say they produce.
How then is the IMF predicting 2.6% growth?
Could you please post the full context of that quote / the source article?
Link to source is broken, do you have another?
It is a country at war. Decreases in GDP are extremely rare as anyone who can work is mobilized into either the military or making ammo for the military.
The IMF is well able to understand and mitigate bad host nation data. I realize it's a [paywalled article](https://archive.is/https://www.ft.com/content/21a5be9c-afaa-495f-b7af-cf937093144d), so I won't say RTFA, but-

> Pierre-Olivier Gourinchas, the IMF’s chief economist, said the new projections remained “somewhat preliminary” as the fund’s economists attempted to validate Russian statistics.
According to the article, the IMF's economists validate the data independently. 

For some reason, it's become the default viewpoint that Russia's economic data is simply created by a random number generator in a Kremlin basement, but I'm not sure on what basis that should be believed. It was a very big deal when the IMF called out Argentina for misrepresenting economic statistics several years ago. Do they turn a blind eye to Russia for some reason?
> OPEC backs Russia. The kingdoms of OPEC, whether rightly or wrongly, see themselves as linked to Russia's current 'Tsar.' They are definitely not aligned with the Western bloc.

It's puzzling that Saudi Arabia is aligning itself with Russia. I wonder what Putin has promised them in return. Perhaps nuclear technology or some form of alliance.

OPEC is in a bind. Their production cuts only serve to enrich non-OPEC producers who are quick to seize the opportunity.

https://www.eia.gov/dnav/pet/hist/LeafHandler.ashx?n=PET&s=MCRFPUS2&f=M
>The USSR lost the Cold War and disintegrated because of its communist economy.

Debatable. The economy at that time was not great/not terrible. The growth was slow but the standard of living was decent. But the perception was that it was a shitty system(which it was for many reasons). But it was not an economic crisis, people were not really struggling economically.
Today's modern industrialized countries are far and away ahead of Nazi Germany; 1940s economies are a fraction of your average reasonably industrialized free market economy.

Additionally, Nazi Germany looted on a massive scale. All Jewish property was confiscated and assets in conquered countries such as Czechoslovakia, Poland, France and the Benelux were reappropriated for the German war machine. Russia's current territory annexed in Ukraine is about the size of Austria.
The answer varies entirely. In the US, it's good growth. The US economy is also mostly domestic consumption. In Russia, GDP growth stopped being in the consumer arenas for about 10 years now. So if the drop in growth is in the oil fields and nickel mines, no it won't be noticed by the average consumer. They are still consuming. If the drop is in the toy factories and milk farms then yes they will feel it.
Anecdotally, the complete lack of a decrease in the standard of living in Russia is what pushed a lot of "liberal" Russians to support Putin and the war after Feb'22. Not sure if that's directly linked to GDP growth (if it's even real) but intuitively it feels like it should.
GDP is a measure of output. It does not.neccessarly mean that a country is.doing well, or that the citizens of that country are better off for.it. generally, from a long term view it's a very reliable.indicstor, but all kinds of GDP groeth can be an effect of spending that doesn't have sufficient.support.to.be sustained, and can be followed by economic struggles afterward. 

It's important to note that Russia isn't completely cut off from the world, and is able to continue tradng despite sanctions. They also have the natural resources to cover most of.the requirements.for.maintsining a functioning economy. However, I would be surprised.if.any of this GDP growth is.meaningful, and.not a reflection of wartime spending.
There were stories of people being thrown in after a week. 

Besides, WW2 is a totally unfair comparison. The US was not under the direct threat of invasion and had a massive manpower pool. They could afford to wait months for replacements.
8 weeks is Air Force. 10 weeks is army. My 10 weeks, honestly, had the training value of 3 weeks at the most. 90% of basic training is either doing nothing, doing complete busywork, or getting smoked by bored drill sgts.

Shooting qualification (I shot a total of 90 rounds total at bct), cbrn instruction, patrol base instruction, basic small unit tactics, and chain of command stuff- those are the only useful points of instruction and couldve easily been done with much much less time.
Except that is just fantasy figures.

Even before the war I didn't trust official numbers on the size of population. Now it is even worse.

I saw a figure that stated Kharkiv's population is currently 1.1 million. I doubt it was that big before the war and now it is much smaller.
Males between 18-24 exhibit a high amount of risk taking behaviors due to their frontal cortex not being fully mature and their high level of hormones. They also tend to be more open to peer pressure and taking risks to prove themselves. Both things lend well towards being military recruits.
mea culpa, it does indeed, I got confused by the wording in the article. I unconsciously merged the [mostly pre-war] 'conscription' system that is being replaced with the draft that has been happening through the last 2 years, since both of these terms translate to the same word in my native language
sorry, should pay more attention!
This statement by Kataeb Hezbollah suggest that Iran has exercised some pressure:

>From Katai‘b Hezbollah‘s statement:

>“Our brothers In the axis [of resistance] especially in the Islamic Republic do not know how we do Jihad, and they often object to the pressure & escalation against the American occupation forces“

>It clearly indicates pressure from Iran

https://twitter.com/HamidRezaAz/status/1752416483068580090?t=rQu3ueOxRbLjKhzwUY8gGw&s=19
I think panicking is likely an overstatement, they're just following the usual pattern of hitting the US and then stepping back with their hands up to reduce the severity of retaliation and appear reasonable.
Yeah, and [Reuters](https://www.reuters.com/world/middle-east/iraqs-kataib-hezbollah-suspends-military-operations-us-forces-statement-2024-01-30/) is also running the story now.
They’re panicking because their list of enemies have quadrupled with their shenanigans in the Red Sea and destabilizing proxies.
Maybe, but it can be hard to really know what Iran's precise strategy is through all the noise, how this strategy lines up with the strategy and desires of its proxies and allies, and how much control and planning happens around attacks like the drone strikes. It could also be the case that this all is mostly the result of discussion/pressure between Iraqi actors, namely the al-Sudani government, KH, and the Shia Coordination Framework.
And the climate changes predictions.

Although I would not count out AI yet, because like all tech its capabilities have a habit of growing exponentially with time (Moore's law), and it's hard to beat an exponential in the long term.
UAE has about 1 million citizens, SA has about 20 million citizens. SA requires 20 times as much tourism to maintain a similar standard of living - no way that's gonna happen, even if we ignore the cultural issues.
If you look at unionization, it generally works best because the workers have some kind of knowledge that has be adquired on-the-job, ie factory work is ideal because workers have to learn to work the machines in the assembly line (those machines most often being unavailable outside of that environment), plus they of course can also picket the front of the factory to prevent strikebreakers.

That gives the workers negotiating power.

Tourism, outside of the capital costs is actually an extremely low training industry. You learn to do X or Y, waitressing or cleaning or customer service. But the capacity of tourist workers to negotiate is low, because their replaceability is very high. If you can't negotiate you just get stuck with whatever minimum conditions your country allows for, which is exactly what happens in tourist areas like South of Portugal where vast majority of the population is on minimum wage, while the hotel owners make the vast majority of the profits.
Dubai has outgrown oil barley any of there money comes from oil anymore it’s all companies moving headquarters there and worker’s because it’s a desirable place to live for the region.
This is problem for a lot of countries infrastructure.

This is one of harshest Winters ever and you can't make infrastructure in the middle of the Winter 

I mean I know a thing or two about infrastructure. 

Why did Canada(Alberta) say this
 https://www.reuters.com/world/americas/canadas-grid-issues-alert-asks-citizens-cut-power-use-amid-winter-storm-2024-01-14/

Hard Winters make enourmos problems even if you have everything Great. 

Russia has worse infrastructure than Canada or Scandinavia, but this isn't sign that this is problem because of war, it is problem of harsh Winter
I had to shovel snow off my roof, so it wouldn't buckle under the weight. The horrors we have to endure!
Oh, we're able to if we want to. It takes money though and the government hasn't been able to make the investment required. 

[US Army eyes $3.1 billion ammo production boost in new spending ask](https://www.defensenews.com/land/2023/11/08/us-army-eyes-31-billion-ammo-production-boost-in-new-spending-ask/)

Imagine if you could dig zombie Reagan out of the ground and tell him that we have the opportunity to send artillery shells straight from the production line to a hot war in Europe and they'll be launched directly into Russian lines. Then you tell him that *the Republicans* are standing in the way. He'd shamble right to Washington and eat every last one of them.
I don't believe Ukraine has fired 10k shells in a day this entire war, at least not for any length of time. High estimates I saw for Ukraine's counteroffensive was 6-8k in June and July. Currently I believe they fire about 1k.


US money isn't just going towards its own production though, and it's not just 155mm shells. Bulgaria is also producing substantial shells for Ukraine's 152mm guns, financed by the US. UK plans to supply hundreds of thousands a year. Germany as well. India may be quietly sending shells-remains unconfirmed.


Point being, we don't need to make the magic number of shells. We have other countries contributing too, and we're utilizing existing facilities in other countries while ours ramps up.
Source on 10,000 a day?

My understanding was that the number was a little less than that - 6,000 to 8,000 perhaps. I'm interested in clarifying that picture.
The first "credible" reports discussing Zel and Zal infighting dates to the spring of 2023, reported by the German tabloid Bild. It was largely dismissed as Russian propaganda at the time, but their spat went fully public in fall 2023 and many have since confirmed that their disagreements did include the decision to reinforce Bakhmut.

Unofficially, my opinion is there is a laundry list of other reasons to substantiate the current breakdown in their professional relationship. 

1). Zelensky was a large reason for the poor UAF preparedness during the early phases of the war. Not that Zaluzhny was prepared for a Kyiv or Kherson attack, he admitted he didn't plan for it, but any remotely competent officer would have wanted to mobilize and deploy into forward defensive areas just as a precaution considering Jan-Feb 2022 signs of a Russian invasion. If denied by Zelensky, against Zaluzhny's advice, that could have seriously soured the relationship since the start of the war. 

2). Despite being mostly responsible for Ukraine's unpreparedness, Zelensky's administration has aggressively gone after civil and military scapegoats. For example, a few highly placed top UAF generals with fired already for causing the Crimea breakout, with criminal cases pending. Including one where Zaluzhny might be called as a witness, which might be highly embarrassing and damaging, as they can force Zaluzhny to either lie (be be open to perjury charges) or admit on the stand that he was unprepared. 

3). RUSI reported there was political interference during the Spring-Summer Donbas War that prevented the UAF from performing the operational level maneuver defense that they preferred, which cost them HEAVY with casualties and extra ammunition requirements. The reason RUSI gave, no tactical retreats were authorized because the UAF were needed to protect the civilian population despite mandatory evacuation orders, 

4). It seems that Zaluzhny was using Brigadier General  Khorenko, head of the SSO, Ukrainian Special Operations Forces, to conduct deep recon and sabotage missions into Crimea and Russia proper and elsewhere, potentially doing it without the blessing of Bankova Street, and that supposedly includes the Nord Stream pipeline bombing. If true, that would be viewed by Zelensky as a major break in trust.

5). Zaluzhny planned the 2023 counteroffensive and it failed for many reasons that were his decision to make, which included the overall plan, dispersing instead of concentrating, poor intel, no real Plan B built into the plan, etc. Considering how much the UAF hyped that offensive, with the UAF themselves making a cinematic trailer for it, which was Zaluzhny's dept releasing it. While many blamed the West for the failure, Zaluzhny will have gotten a lot of internal blame, not only was he in charge but his fingerprints were all over it. That was his baby. 

6. The late summer shift to reinforce attacks on Bakhmut, with assurances by Zelensky that it would be "deoccupied" shortly, was likely another disagreement. Whereas the strategic main effort was still the Orikhiv axis, while Tokmak was still the minimal goal, the UAF were forced to send more troops, supplies, and especially ammo to Bakhmut for what amounted to another publicity stunt. Considering it's been revealed he was actually against reinforcing Bakhmut back in February, he was likely against watering down the chances of reaching 

7. The Economist article was the stake in the heart of their professional relationship. Zaluzhny didn't clear it with Zelensky and spoke out of turn, even going so far as to say the dreaded "S-word," which utterly infuriated Zelensky and his admin.

8. Since The Economist article, Zelensky openly chewed Zaluzhny out for getting into politics, then fired Khorenko without even briefing him first or even asking his opinion, which was a deliberate slap in the face. 

9. Since then, Zelensky accepted the need to build major prepared defenses in depth, which supposedly Zaluzhny was endorsing. During the meeting where Zelensky was posing in a HQ map room sitting with various UAF top generals and field commanders discussing the fortifications, where Colonel General Syrsky (the MOST senior general in the UAF and Zaluzhny's rival) was directly briefing Zelensky,, Zaluzhny was apparently not invited. He even posted a sad face emoji on Facebook when he saw the photo of the meeting (Zaluzhny is a big time social media poster, another reason he's popular, and probably another reason he and Zelensky don't get along) 

10. Zaluzhny has been openly attacked, repeatedly, by a rather psycho, aggressive Rada People's Deputy Deputy named Maryana Bezuhla, who has been calling for Zaluzhny to be fired for months. She's in Zelensky's party, if she's allowed to criticize him so openly without being openly reprimanded by Zelensky or another top party leader, then it's at least tacitly endorsed by Zelensky.

11. The election is a very real reason for the relationship to forget deteriorate. No Ukrainian president has ever been reflected. Assuming Zelensky could hold an election soon there is a really good chance he'd lose it. Apparently he is very bummed out by this, numerous credible sources have said Zelensky puts great stock in the competition for attention and likes, so Zaluzhny might be viewed internally as a serious political enemy, which tends to harm a professional working relationship.
a) Zelensky does not want the entire next generation of Ukraine men dead with catastrophic birth rates. Zaluzhny is a military man win at all cost
a). Less unpopular than the potential societal crisis after needing to massively ramp up press ganging hundreds of thousands more troops who mostly don't want to serve, which will require major budget cuts and likely UAF pay cuts in order to afford.

b). Zaluzhny as a civilian or in another govt position (supposedly Zelensky tried to get him to resign to take a different job) is less dangerous recommending mobilization numbers, especially if Syrsky (his likely replacement) toes the party line and says "We don't need nearly that many. A hundred grand will do. And gosh, 40 year olds make great soldiers so there is no need for younger men unless they volunteer."
>The European intelligence made clear that the would-be attackers were not rogue operatives. All those involved reported directly to Gen. Valery Zaluzhny, Ukraine’s highest-ranking military officer, who was put in charge so that the nation’s president, Volodymyr Zelensky, wouldn’t know about the operation, the intelligence report said.

https://www.washingtonpost.com/national-security/2023/06/06/nord-stream-pipeline-explosion-ukraine-russia/
Problematic. First, if using that for cause Zelensky needs to admit Ukraine blew up the Nord Stream pipeline. Second, that means firing Zaluzhny a few weeks after the huge victory at Kharkiv.
One was reportedly shot in their hospital bed so presumably at least for 1/3 the answer is yes.
>It does make for good viewing, I'll admit. I didn't want to say that out the gate, but I do wonder if this story's prominence is how... cinematic it is.

I think that's probably the case, the footage is even relatively high quality for a simple hospital security camera, if this were choppy 5 frames a second garbage I doubt it would be as prominent as it is now. 

>It's definitely not **exactly** the same scenario. Russia-Ukraine is **unambiguously** a peer-peer war.

To you and I and anyone else more versed this is obvious. 

I'm referring to the general media and general public perception using the nearest ongoing conflict (Ukraine) as a theoretical comparison given your question was directed at why this particular instance seems to be doing the rounds in the media. 

The media and the general public are not going to make the distinction of the exact type of warfare taking place, they're just going to note Israeli's in medics uniforms and assassinations in hospitals, because those sell headlines and those are immediately eye grabbing in the same way a like for like comparison in Ukraine or in Russia would draw the same level of media attention. 

I was making the comparison to Ukraine because that's the ongoing conflict at the moment where we could comparatively judge media and perception responses. I'm not saying it should be equal or that the overarching conflicts themselves are equal, they're obviously not. What I'm saying is that the level of intrigue and media response is exactly the same as it would be in the nearest scale comparison.

I'm not arguing or even getting in to the details of what is or isn't permitted based on counter terrorism operations, I couldn't care less (for what it's worth when you dress up as Doctors you lose the argument already in my books). But I certainly think that Israel's use of doctors in this case is going to catch them some flak, not enough to be noteworthy on a geopolitical level, but it can't help their general perception. 

Although at this stage the table has probably been set already, anyone that's formed an opinion is unlikely to change it and given the context of what both sides have already wrought against each other, it would take something seriously drastic to move the needle significantly in either direction. I don't think this, however murky it is, will move that needle.
> And for three of those 4, perfidy doesn't seem that strange.  

>Police or counterterror groups are allowed to lie and disguise themselves, depending on jurisdiction obviously.

>Spies and assassins even more so.

>And even in the 4th circumstance, war, where perfidy isn't allowed - the typical deterrent there is that the other side might start committing perfidy themselves, but frankly Hamas doesn't exactly have a strict uniform code, other groups even less so.

Police and counterterror groups are allowed to disguise themselves in *domestic operations*, but the West Bank isn’t Israel’s domestic territory and the Geneva Conventions still apply there.

Spies and assassins aren’t allowed to do jack shit from a legal perspective, and they forfeit almost all their Geneva rights if captured. If they are considered to be spies it would be *completely legal* for the PA to execute them for murder (after a proper trial) had they been captured.

Perfidious soldiers also forfeit most of their rights as POWs and, again, the typical deterrent is that they would be shot as spies.
noncombatants are never valid targets.  Geneva convention has allowance for reprisals (consequences for fighting an opponent who has violated the laws of war), but reprisals never permit a change to restrictions/rules of attacks impacting protected persons.
> I do think it's very likely that Israel will likely reintroduce Gazan settlements after this war. 

I don't think so. Israel is in a difficult place politically, with unease worldwide over the Palestinian death toll, and even a UN investigation of supposed genocide. The world is willing to go along with fighting back against October 7, at least to a point, but probably not if it becomes a land grab. Even from a nationalist Israeli perspective the justification for such settlements is dubious - unlike in the West Bank there is no chance of creating significant regions that are heavily Jewish in population and thus likely to remain Israeli in the long term. Which is probably why a right wing Israeli leader was willing to remove Gaza settlements to begin with in 2005.

> They've escalated settlements after basically every war they've won

That's a strange statement. There were no settlements after 1948 or 1956. I am unaware of any substantial change in settlement trends after the 1973, 1982, or 2006 wars, or the various Gaza wars (this is my attempt to list every war since 1967, though not all are clear Israeli victories).

> and to my memory this is the most pro-settlement administration they've had.

It's certainly the most "right wing" culturally, but my impression is that their record in terms of actually advancing settlements is mediocre, so to speak, compared to previous governments.
It is my impression that western support for Israel is essentially a legacy from earlier times. Guilt as a result from WW2, Israel as a offshot of western civilisation, Islam as a common enemy because of Iran and 9/11.

Consequently, support for Israel is much higher among older people than among younger ones. This is for the US, but the figures are similar in many other countries: [https://www.brookings.edu/articles/the-generation-gap-in-opinions-toward-israel/](https://www.brookings.edu/articles/the-generation-gap-in-opinions-toward-israel/)

For the UK:

>Those aged 18-34 are more likely to want the UK government to support the Palestinians (23%) than the Israelis (7%). But 25% of this group want the UK to be a neutral mediator and 21% say the UK should not be involved at all.

[https://www.ipsos.com/en-uk/israel-gaza-conflict-7-10-britons-concerned-about-plight-of-civilians-on-both-sides](https://www.ipsos.com/en-uk/israel-gaza-conflict-7-10-britons-concerned-about-plight-of-civilians-on-both-sides)

Assuming the younger people keep their opinion as they grow older, support for Israel will naturally diminish - supporters die of old age, non-supporters reach voting age.

Biden may very well be the last president with a firm pro-Israel stance. 

And the news that Israel is generating - with outright racists and right-wingers in charge of security etc - are not helping. Even Germany, for historic reasons extremely reluctant when it comes to anything related to Israel, found it necessary to condemn the settlement plans mentioned above.

>Auch die Bundesregierung distanzierte sich von einer möglichen Wiederbesiedlung. Überlegungen zur Vertreibung der Palästinenser aus dem Gebiet seien „völlig inakzeptabel“, sagte ein Sprecher des Auswärtigen Amtes am Montag in Berlin. „Sie tragen im aktuellen Konflikt zu einer Verschlimmerung der Lage bei und verstoßen ganz klar gegen internationales Recht.“

[https://www.welt.de/politik/ausland/article249786286/Israel-Minister-fordern-israelische-Wiederbesiedlung-des-Gazastreifens.html](https://www.welt.de/politik/ausland/article249786286/Israel-Minister-fordern-israelische-Wiederbesiedlung-des-Gazastreifens.html)

"completely unacceptable and a clear violation of international law." That may be the strongest condemnation Germany has ever made with regards to Israel.

So that is what I mean with support being in limited quantity. Israel can not count on western support to continue as it did in the past.
Speaking of, [Ukraine's press freedom score skyrocketed](https://kyivindependent.com/ukraine-rises-in-press-freedom-index/) despite Zelensky [consolidating TV channels under government control](https://www.npr.org/2022/07/08/1110577439/zelenskyy-has-consolidated-ukraines-tv-outlets-and-dissolved-rival-political-par) and martial law naturally restricting freedom of speech and press.  Doesn't make any sense.
>Most indexes are terrible once you look under the hood.

As I recall from Edward Tufte's *The Visual Display of Quantitative Information*, the key takeaway is that for all the clever tricks you could do to manipulate graphs, normal people have learned to look at a wonky y-axis by now.

Now, I'm not saying that anybody is lying or being intentionally malicious, but even if it is a genuine mistake or laziness, it's far harder to catch an error hidden in the data. The best way to lie using statistics is to lie "under the hood", as you have said, because far fewer people are willing or even able to understand whether the conclusions follow from the data, or if the data was collected correctly in the first place.
The question, if verbatim, would need an assumption of there being the same number and type of total jobs and contracts.

Russia has advertised for hundreds of thousands of military jobs. Is the question trying to ask the proportion of government contracts that are put to open tender, or asking how much of the economy is commanded by the government?

If it's the latter, a yes could be used to justify an assessment of more corruption.
Thanks, appreciate it.
>Now, perhaps there was political pressure, but as Ukraine's top general it would have been his responsibility to not throw away the lives of his soldiers.   

I think it's clear there was political pressure, what's unclear is how much influence Zaluzhny had on strategic decisions. I'm not sure you how much responsibility he has if major strategic decisions were made by Zelensky or he if he was outvoted (I've read there was something of a "vote" on decisions by generals) by his peers, I guess he could have resigned but then he'd have left the entire thing in the hands of the people he(in this hypothetical) disagreed with.    

Overall though I think the decision to attempt a major offensive is at the heart of Ukraine's current strategic position and I'm not sure anyone was telling them not to try. The Ukrainian public, Ukraine's Western allies, the Western public, all were clamoring for a big offensive and I'm not sure it would have been possible for Ukraine's military to deny them.
Some of the issues you highlight are influenced by political decisions. The no step back policy is a political choice that has increased the Ukrainian attrition. This properly together with the political decision to hold Bachmut until April has made it impossible to use experienced troops for the counter offensive.

Looking back on the political reaction to Zalushny calling the counter offensive over and a stalemate I strongly doubt the military would be allowed to call it off after only a month, because concentration proved too costly.
That is the best case agaisnt him I've read yet.
From what I read (don't remember where) the issue from Western advisors was on the assumption of a normal minefield and that Ukraine possessed the adequate equipment to breach one.  It was later determined the depth and concentration of those minefields were much beyond what the troops trained for or had equipment to deal with.

There was also information about certain pieces of equipment that certain units trained on not being available and something along the lines they had to switch to something else.  That unit has since gotten its equipment and is performing well. 

Finally, Western advisors wanted concentration in one spot as this would cause the breakthrough.  This might have been true but with the intelligence assets on the front line, such a buildup would have been seen and prepared for.  Multiple fronts had the advantage that if a breakthrough occurred in place, they could reposition reserves to that breakthrough.  However, with the aforementioned mines, this made them unlikely.

A deep hit to Tokmak could have been possible if the west had provided more equipment and had more units trained on them.  IMO, Zaluzhny correctly assessed the casualties, and equipment losses would not be sustainable as what they received only replaced what was lost earlier in the war.  If he ordered to keep pushing it could have meant losing the war.  Instead, they focused on positional fighting that is sustainable for a war of attrition.

Zelensky probably also correctly concludes that without that swift victory, they risk further entrenchment by Russia and Western support drying up in the long run.

If these scenarios are accurate, it is one of those situations where both sides are correct.  In any case, the tension between Zelensky and Zaluzhny appears to be about mobilization with Zelensky saying they need a better plan before he can sign off on it.  Zaluzhny would be unhappy because he needs to forecast what the war is going to look like in 6 months to a year and without that mobilization ready 4 months ago it's going to be difficult to manage.
What did the Western commanders think he should have done? Blown up his whole equipment stock for - maybe - Tokmak?
I am incredibly curious on what you believe to be reasonable and moderate.  

I think Ukraine wanting to regain their land is both
I've been reading about tensions between Zelensky and Zaluzhny for months, at least since the Economist article. No idea if true, but it's the FT so I'm assuming it's credible.
The MoD didn't even say what they were denying, and Zelensky's office didn't lie, as the order to dismiss Zaluzhny hasn't been signed.   

>And unlike previous high profile firings there were no real scandals or investigations prior to this.    

There's the failed counter-offensive. Sure, there are a lot of factors that affected the outcome, and it's not fair, but you can still pin it squarely on the top military commander if you want to, especially if you'd like to get rid of him. But that's probably not the main reason, unlike the tensions between the military and political leadership.  

Edit: [There is actually a "Zaluzhny case" pertaining to the lost of South at the start of the war](https://www.bbc.com/russian/articles/c99nzzp1xrgo)
Shakeups are useless when changes bring roughly equal people, russian example is there.

Ukrainian example would be the change of head of medicine in the army - new person has the same ideas of how things should work and doesn't understand critique and requests from lower ranks.
But who's gonna replace Zal?
>These rumors aren't coming from TASS or the Kremlin, they are coming from Kyiv.

And other "anonymous sources" from Kyiv are saying things that are incompatible with this.  So we're already past the point of them all being true.
[removed]
They wouldn't need to wait, their planes are ready, waiting in storage in the US.
> This is another case of Russians selectively taking exclusive credit for parts of USSR history as a purely Russian legacy while discarding others as USSR-only history.

There aren't many takers today, as far as Soviet legacy is concerned
If this is the case, then why is Russia often solely blamed for the evils of the Soviet Union? If it is to shoulder all the blame, shouldn’t it take all the credit too?
A) its a Moscow, B) thats not what I said
I'm not sure why I'm trying to rationalize a belief I don't share, but a critical part of the whole "haha America calls people they don't like terrorists" discussion is that similar islamist insurgents they're **not** enemies with are allegedly not called terrorists.  

Which, isn't really applicable for the nazi discussion.

There's a lot more terrorist candidates in the world than nazi candidates in the world.  Well, unless you're Russia, in case everyone to the west of them are nazis.
The boats are by far the best target in the area, but are still far cheaper and easier to replace than an APC or similar vehicle elsewhere. And depending on the depth of the bridge head, an FPV drone is really pushing its range by the time it gets over the water.
I agree, the way it's worded is not great, I edited the comment
I just checked and the M-84 was produced in surprisingly high numbers (650 according to wikipedia). Serbia also seems to have 210 of them, but the chances of transferring those to Ukraine are slim.
>T-90 is perhaps 200-300

They claimed that 200 T-90M was the pre-war figure, so in the last 2 years at Least 400 should have come on line, plus the ones produced prior, this figure quite hilariously contrasts with the confirmed losses of 105 T-90 models, against the losses of 1149 Soviet era model tanks.  


So unless the Russians have decided to send in troops with the worst equipment keeping the Masses of T-90M in reserve, there is no way the Russians production figures are even remotely accurate.
They are turning over the economy into a war economy. That pumps up the GDP but it won't be beneficial for long term growth. Instead of producing tractors or infrastructure which can be used to increase productivity they produce tanks which will get blown up on the battlefield.
Massive activity and state investment into the heavy industries and the military industries. Thats why wartime economies grow universally in countries with an intact rear area.
They're probably getting the inflation number wrong. This is always the issue, Russian interest rates are way higher than their claimed inflation rate.

They claim a 7.5 % mean inflation rate for 2023:

https://tradingeconomics.com/russia/inflation-cpi

but interest rates have risen substantially over the year from 8 % to 16 %:

https://tradingeconomics.com/russia/interest-rate

If the real Russian inflation rate is `prime - 2 %`, then they are in a recession.
It's important to note that the IMF bases it's "predictions" entirely off of data provided to them by said country. Considering how much economic data is no longer released in Russia, and the government's propensity to outright lie about pretty much any and every topic, the numbers provided by the IMF should be taken with a heaping pile of salt. 

Wouldn't be surprised if the Russian economy is technically growing (massive investments in military production help GDP growth), but I'd be very careful about exact figures. It should also be noted that resources being dumped into military production, while beneficial to GDP figures, aren't actually all that beneficial to the actual economy as those goods are being produced at the expense of other, more productive goods (cars are more beneficial to the economy than tanks for example).
Fact remains the IMF cannot make soup from a nail; bad input gives bad output, and massaging the data only goes so far.
> According to the article, the IMF's economists validate the data independently

The article does not say that. This is what the article says:

> Pierre-Olivier Gourinchas, the IMF’s chief economist, said the new projections remained “somewhat preliminary” as the fund’s economists attempted to validate Russian statistics.

Boilerplate language that they will ‘attempt’ to validate these stats holds absolutely no weight. 

> It was a very big deal when the IMF called out Argentina for misrepresenting economic statistics several years ago. Do they turn a blind eye to Russia for some reason?

The IMF made its biggest loan ever to Argentina in 2018. Its staff economists not only visit Argentina and work with the stats agency, they have direct data feeds for audit and data validation purposes. No country level analyst has the purview, remit, or frankly, the capability to review individual stats. Anyone who has even *remotely* worked in this field, or adjacent to it, knows that. Further, the IMF has called out Rosstat’s data quality numerous times before. And that’s before we discuss the other issues with the IMF that is not worth getting into.
Which makes no sense, considering Nuclear technology was on the table in regards to a potential US/Saudi/Israel deal.
Well, yes and no. What did them in was their slow technological development compared to the West, their ineffective agriculture forcing them to import wheat, and after the commodities boom of the 70's and early 80's, [falling oil- and gas prices](https://i.imgur.com/l3LJ6Yn.png). They spent an unholy percentage of GDP for arms, and when the Afghanistan war (and to an extend, Chornobyl) additionally strained their budget, it was game over.
Can you name a few? Or provide any kind of source corroborating your anecdote?
Thanks for the correction. Why do you believe the Army requires the rest of basic if it's not useful? What is the goal there that is unnecessary or isn't being met?
This is interesting insofar as it seems like its openly critiquing Iran and their tendency toward restraint (or at least, what KH perceives as restraint).
I dunno, this level of explicit step-back feels unusual. The current moment is one where there is widespread popular support for attacks against Israel and the US military targets; there's been plenty of reporting on how the Houthis have become valorized across the Arab world (among ordinary people, that is). And these militia groups are generally keen on tapping into this kind of viral popularity, to show off their populist credentials and ability to poke at the West, etc. Now, its one thing to tacitly contain their actions along pragmatic lines, but its another thing to explicitly step back immediately - its almost guaranteed to cause grumbling and irritation among the hardliners in both your own ranks, as well as your wider base. I can't think of another time that they've actually "stepped back with their hands up" like this. It'd have to be a pretty good reason to abruptly announce that all hostilities would cease - I'd be surprised if some level of panic wasn't at play.
Is there a possibility that all the attacks on US bases were just theatre and the casualties in Jordan were an accident? 

Theory: Iran has to show support for the Palestinians, so has to attack. But doesn't want a war with the US. So they telegraph their punches via backchannels. US is prepared - troops in bunkers/counter-measures turned on. Everyone is happy. But then something goes wrong. 

There have been 150+ attacks previously in the current round of fighting with only the nebulous TBI as a result. That doesn't sound credible. It sounds like Kabuki theatre. Makes one wonder at least.
This is what I think happened:

Days before the drone attack, the US initiated a proces with Iraq that would've seen the US withdrawing its forces from Iraq within a timeline that was about to be specified. By striking and killing US forces, Kataeb Hezbollah disrupted the process because the US was never going to withdraw from Iraq under the impression that it did so with its forces under fire.

The strike showed seriousness by these militias that they are no longer going to tolerate US' military presence, while at the same time acknowledging that continued escalation doesn't serve their (and Iran's) political interests because they have concluded that US' intention to withdraw from Iraq (and probably Syria) is legitimate. Better to signal to the US that their strike was a one-time event that they would back down from in order to give enough political space to the negotiations between the Iraqi government and the US.

This means that both these militias and Iran have somehow been giving some guarantees (by either the Iraqi government or the US) that the withdrawal process is a genuine one that they should not (counter to their own interests) blow up with their shenanigans.

Its clear that behind the scenes, there are high-stakes negotiations going on.
There's no reason to believe AI performance on tasks will follow an unbounded exponential. The recent success of things like ChatGPT or Midjourney result from the realization that you can hoover the entire internet into a model that just barely fits in memory on a datacenter class GPU. It's not even remotely clear how much further these methods can scale, and predicting that no negative feedback loops appear that result in diminishing returns vs computational capacity is entirely unjustified.
Ironic that you got these backwards.

Extinction events tend to spiral out of control.

Technology tends to bottleneck. Moore's law is a perfect example.
I don't think it is being argued that you could replace it 1:1, but what small things can be done to add up to the same revenue as oil over time.  There will be no one-trick pony that will work to cover oil, so they will need many different things.
But is there demand for another 20 Dubais in the Gulf region? Saudi Arabia is going to have to figure out something else. China didn't become rich by looking at the success of Hong Kong, and then deciding to build two dozen copies of the HK finance industry on the Chinese mainland.

Also, not to mention that Dubai received significant financial support from the other oil-producing emirates in the UAE.
The point is that unlike Scandinavia, Canada, or any other western country, Russia suffers from deep infrastructural problems that'll require many years and heavy investments to solve, while under a war economy regime. Perhaps it's no coincidence that Russian propaganda the last two winter seasons have made such a big deal of how supposedly "Europeans will freeze" in their homes without Russian energy.
> He'd shamble right to Washington and eat every last one of them.

We need Sam Raimi to make the movie. [Bruce Campbell played Reagan in Fargo.](https://prd-rteditorial.s3.us-west-2.amazonaws.com/wp-content/uploads/2015/11/06152631/Bruce-Campbell-Fargo-700.jpg)
> Currently I believe they fire about 1k.

Michael Kofman estimated about 2k, but either way it's very small
What one needs and what one consumes can be two very different things. If Ukraine wants to retake its territory it needs more ammunition then it consumes right now.
Presumably having 10k a day would be better than 6-8k a day, on account of it killing more Russians and saving Ukrainian lives.
I've seen estimates ranging from 6000 to 15 000. The exact number is not that significant for my point though : taking the low level estimate of 6 000, the US would need to produce at least 90 000 per months instead of the current 30 000. Secondly, while 6000 is an absolute floor, the more the better : Ukraine would be better off with 15000 shells a day than with 6000, and we should aim for more than the bare minimum.
> The first "credible" reports discussing Zel and Zal infighting dates to the spring of 2023, reported by the German tabloid Bild.

I think the first mention is [this pravda article](https://www.pravda.com.ua/rus/articles/2022/04/21/7341035/) from April 2022. Zelensky's circle was afraid of Zaluzhny's skyrocketing popularity already surpassing that of the president, and interpreted his newly established charity fund as a potential start of a political campaign, though at the time sources denied Zelensky himself perceived this threat. And then there's another matter causing tensions at the time:[ the non-defense of the South at the start of the war,](https://twitter.com/shashj/status/1752445307114094952) but those details came out later.
>Zaluzhny didn't clear it with Zelensky and spoke out of turn, 

To be fair, a general in wartime writing an op ed in a major publication being openly critical of the executive, if that happened in the United States or many other countries, they would be fired. In Russia, they would fall out of a window.

What the hell was Zaluzhny thinking?
> Less unpopular than the potential societal crisis after needing to massively ramp up press ganging hundreds of thousands more troops who mostly don't want to serve, which will require major budget cuts and likely UAF pay cuts in order to afford.

You're saying firing Zaluzhny is less unpopular?  I'm not convinced, usually firing the only guy people like more than you is very unpopular.  Especially if he then says "you know what, what if I become president now?"

>especially if Syrsky (his likely replacement) toes the party line and says

Will he do that?  From my understanding, the military is pretty uniformly pro-mobilization.  Heck, even the spies are chiming in, did you see the recent Budanov interview where he said more mobilization isn't optional?
It is worth noting that it's a peculiar idea though.

Ukraine has **two** spy agencies, but the guy allegedly in charge of this op is the guy who's in charge of the conventional military?

Even when it first broke there were allegations of scapegoatism.
>I'm referring to the general media and general public perception using the nearest ongoing conflict 

Oh, I guess, sure.  But you have to understand that the general public are seeing a very different war (both in Ukraine and Gaza) from the war we see, so I'm at least personally not super invested in trying to decypher their perceptions.  On certain issues they might as well be talking in a different language.
>Police and counterterror groups are allowed to disguise themselves in domestic operations

WB's under Israeli security control, so even if the LOAC made that distinction it's unclear it'd apply here.

> Spies and assassins aren’t allowed to do jack shit from a legal perspective,

And yet most states retain them.  

>If they are considered to be spies it would be completely legal for the PA to execute them for murder (after a proper trial) had they been captured.

I don't think PLJ was planning to wait on geneva permissions to do so, I think it's the ability that's currently missing.

>Perfidious soldiers also forfeit most of their rights as POWs and, again, the typical deterrent is that they would be shot as spies.

Have you thought this line of thought through?  Most Hamas militants (and most insurgents, frankly) do not wear uniforms.
I was more of referring to the minds of the soldiers having to constantly deal with threats that use perfidy rather than legally speaking, as it forces them to associate "non-combatant" people with possible disguised enemy if perfidy frequently occurs, potentially leading to more trigger-happy soldiers.
> It is my impression that western support for Israel is essentially a legacy from earlier times. Guilt as a result from WW2, Israel as a offshot of western civilisation, Islam as a common enemy because of Iran and 9/11.

Israel is a high income democracy in a region of temperamental dictators. Their alignment with the west is almost inevitable based on that alone. Besides that, they have a huge tech sector and by far the most capable armed forces in the region. 

The alliance between the US/Europe and Israel runs much deeper than what you are suggesting. Long lasting alliances aren’t built on guilt. In this case, it’s built on economic, military and political necessities.
As far as I can tell, none of that answers my question, but that's ok.

> Biden may very well be the last president with a firm pro-Israel stance.

Well, there's approximately a 40-50% chance of that prediction becoming stale within a literal year.
> Biden may very well be the last president with a firm pro-Israel stance. 

Not sure about this, but if you said he may very well be the last Democratic president with a firm pro-Israel stance that would be much more likely.
[removed]
>  Doesn't make any sense.

Well, it does, if you look at the score in the geopolitical and not the narrow media context.
Here are all the questions that they ask, and to be clear they specifically ask experts. My issue is that transparency uses different methods for different regions. This poster had a problem with specific questions which honestly are very reasonable. 


Corruption
Has the government implemented effective anticorruption initiatives?


Is the country’s economy free of excessive state involvement?


Is the government free from excessive bureaucratic regulations, registration requirements, and other controls that increase opportunities for corruption?


Are there significant limitations on the participation of government officials in economic life?


Are there adequate laws requiring financial disclosure and disallowing conflict of interest?


Does the government advertise jobs and contracts? 


Does the state enforce an effective legislative or administrative process—particularly one that is free of prejudice against one’s political opponents—to prevent, investigate, and prosecute the corruption of government officials and civil servants?


Do whistleblowers, anticorruption activists, investigators, and journalists enjoy legal protections that make them feel secure about reporting cases of bribery and corruption? 


Are allegations of corruption given wide and extensive airing in the media?


Does the public display a high intolerance for official corruption?
Indeed but if we assume that's true then you're running into the issue of a general sacrificing troops and strategic capability for the sake of politics. 

Yeah it's being stuck between a rock and a hard place, but that is the position the general finds himself in nonetheless. Hindsight says he either didn't push back hard enough to political pressure, or didn't have the foresight to understand what would happen. Either is unfortunately damning. The responsibility isn't with politicians until they fire the military command.
Either you go all in or you don't go in at all. If Zaluzhny really didn't believe UAF was capable of a large combined arms attack, then the southern offensive should've been called off. Either before it was launched, or more realistically, about a week after it became clear the army wasn't up to the task of a rapid breakthrough.
He blew up much of his equipment in exchange for Robotyne instead. There was a time when most of the L2A6s weren't even functional due to all the damage they had suffered: https://mil.in.ua/en/news/most-of-the-leopard-2s-handed-over-by-germany-are-in-a-non-operational-condition/ 


The offensive shouldn't have taken place at all, to be honest. They should have assumed a defensive stance until they had a counter to Ka-52s, more anti-mine equipment (which is simple enough to make with their own industry, they don't need Western assistance there), and better training. They should have used this time to conduct small, localized offensives to train the new brigades and gain better defensive positions.  


A successful counteroffensive would have been providing relief to Avdiivka's flanks, gaining the heights near Bakhmut, and perhaps gaining a few miles in the Bilohorivka salient to its south. Call it after that and spend the next year with a comfortable amount of arty ammo until Europe's artillery production takes off.
That's exactly my impression. Western military commanders were pushing for a NATO-style campaign, that presumed NATO-levels of hardware availability, while western politicians had only supplied Ukraine with a tiny fraction of said hardware. In reality, this was basically advising Ukraine to burn through all western aid to get to Tokmak or maybe Melitopol, then start negotating a diplomatic solution with Russia because there was no way Ukraine was going to go any further. The left hand did not talk with the right hand in the West, which put (and continues to put) Ukraine in an impossible position where they aren't going to be left to fall, but also not going to be given the necessary tools to win the war.
>I think Ukraine wanting to regain their land is both

What does that have to do with Zaluzhny? He has pointed out several times that Ukraine's capabilities are limited, which suggests its strategic goals cannot be accomplished without further assistance. Cant=/=want. 

Getting rid of one of the few pragmatic(at least publicly) voices inside Ukraine's high command is a terrible idea. But I guess let's wait to see who's going to be the replacement.
The entire [Zaluzhny's interview for the Economist](https://www.economist.com/europe/2023/11/01/ukraines-commander-in-chief-on-the-breakthrough-he-needs-to-beat-russia) is very, very down-to-earth and reasonable, particularly for a commander in chief who is practically required to do some propaganda.
It's not quite reasonable because they're not too likely to succeed; and it's not quite moderate because a lot of people in "their" lands don't want them to come back (depending on where the border is to be assumed).
Hopefully they can get someone a fair bit younger.

Unfortunately the army has not been set up in a way in which there are enough command positions to gain experience in high command. 

Maybe that was by design.
That is part of the problem which he has a part in. The command structure is completely structured wrong and the leaders of divisions and corps should have gain the abilities required.

After 2 years this is very strange.
If that makes you sleep better at night then good for you.

Every credible source has been reporting the same thing, the discord between Zaluzhny and Zelensky has been rather public, these are only confirmations of speculations we heard as far back as November around when Zaluznhy released his essay.
Not just one, they would have to compromise a few journalists and the editor/editorial board at each paper. If they've managed that, we have all dramatically underestimated the russian intelligence service.
What do you mean?
Because russia forced itself on other republics. It's the system that they have created. On the other hand fighting the Nazis required a sacrifice from basically everyone. 

It's kind of like saying that Indians who fought in WW2 can't be proud of that because it would mean that they have to share the blame for colonization.
Without taking a position on who is to blame for the USSR or its many ills. If the USSR pressed all its population into service for the war, then the entire population participated - it’s not a purely Russian achievement. It’s arguable that Russians alone would have not been able to do what the USSR did.

If someone blames Russians for the creation of the USSR, and its spread that’s a different assertion that is not related to the war effort.
The cost of the boat is irrelevant. The cost of a boatload of trained marines far less so.
also if you believe this paper then at least one of the credible source yesterday was completely wrong about zaluzhny being offered an ambassadorship. this source says he wasnt offered anything substantial at all. the entire thing about budanov also looks entirely sus
>there is no way the Russians production figures are even remotely accurate.

Honestly, this is all that needs to be said. The Russian MOD is one of the least credible sources out there, everything they say, and most especially any figures they release, should be expected to be entirely unreliable without strong supporting evidence. 

Russian equipment production figures seem only slightly more reliable than their claims of Ukrainian equipment losses, and that says *a lot.* If the production figures were even remotely accurate, we'd be seeing more T-90Ms, BMP-3s, modernized artillery, and newer BTRs. Instead were seeing T-62s and T-55s, unupgraded BMP-1s, as well as older and older artillery and BTR models. The one thing Russia really has going for them equipmentwise is that they have absurdly large stockpiles of ancient kit to pick through to refurbish and send to the front. 

I expect much of the Russian claims about equipment production to actually be the refurbishment of old equipment not to some modern standard, but just to working order, to be provided to mobiks with minimal training.
Then what did the economist Draskla quoted mean by Russia has an 80% chance of entering a recession?
Then what did the economist Draskla quoted mean by Russia has an 80% chance of entering a recession?
The sole job of the imf for the past fifty years has been to catch out countries trying to lie about their ability to pay Western debt. They don't work on a good faith basis. They don't work on a "oh well i guess i have to take their word for it" basis.
It would be great if we could put labels on common posters so that there isn't a need for a rebuttal of this nature every time.
Thank you for explaining this so well, I'm genuinely surprised how many people think the IMF figures for Russia are more or less reliable. Russia has increasingly stopped releasing economic data, and what information they do release is highly dubious. Can't imagine they're sending the real figures, or likely anything remotely close to the real figures to the IMF, as it would be no different from them simply releasing the real data publicly. 

I honestly wouldn't be surprised if, despite all the Russian government spending, Russian real GDP is actually negative considering how high inflation is.
Uhh... can I name a few of my liberal Russian friends and colleagues back in Russia? To a pro-Russian account that spouts Russian propaganda? Nice try, товарищ майор.

If I could reinforce my personal experiences with independent sources, I wouldn't have called the information anecdotal.
Compared to Syria and Iraq a Jordanian base is a softer target, even one on the border. What ever happened Iran is clearly scared they're about to get slapped into the next decade (hitting military targets in Iran like factories or Praying Mantis 2) and are trying to minimize whatever Bidens response will be.
If I personally was planning a military operation that was solely intended to be "theater", and I wanted no further escalation, I'd think putting explosive warheads in my missiles would be counterintuitive to such a plan.
UAE is trying a lot of things - tourism, banking, aviation - and seemingly doing pretty well at them. It is hard to imagine SA finding a package that works 20 times as well.
Many ex communist countries have same problems (my country included).

But Russia would have same problems with this war or without this war. 

I mean if power grid collapse during big Winter storm you would have problems in every country.
It was taken out of context. This was the damning line:

>*Sharing his first comprehensive assessment of the campaign with The Economist in an interview this week, Ukraine’s commander-in-chief, General Valery Zaluzhny, says the battlefield reminds him of the great conflict of a century ago. “Just like in the first world war we have reached the level of technology that puts us into a stalemate,” he says. The general concludes that it would take a massive technological leap to break the deadlock. “There will most likely be no deep and beautiful breakthrough.”*

Zaluzhny "wrote" a military themed article about why he didn't and couldn't achieve tactical level breakthroughs, touching only a little bit on the operational level, nothing really on the strategic level, and minus talking about foreign military aid, didn't discuss politics. 

And then did the interview with The Economist to discuss his article where he mentioned not having the technology needed to achieve a breakthrough leading to a stalemate. Everyone else jumped on his word choice to describe the conflict at the strategic and especially political level. 

IMO, he was perfectly okay writing the article, though it was not exactly truthful but that's to be expected. But he should have used a better word than stalemate, or clarified multiple times that he was only speaking about the tactical level of warfare. Better to have used a different word. I don't think he was even speaking in English so I'm not even truly sure of the word he used, either in Ukrainian or Russian, but should have picked one that can't be "mistranslated" into stalemate. 

That said, there is the possibility he did it deliberately because he was tired of the overly positive narrative from the Zelensky administration, which was setting Zaluzhny up to fail. The whole point of publishing his article and doing the interview was to absolve himself of guilt, he can't exactly do that if he's in agreement with the "Everything is going perfectly to plan" narrative pushed from Bankova Street.
>But you have to understand that the general public are seeing a very different war (both in Ukraine and Gaza) from the war we see

That's my point, we can draw lines and decipher the differences between conflicts, the general public for the most part will not. They've got more important things on their grocery shopping list let alone trying to invest themselves in either of these wars to any level of true understanding.

I think it's safe to say after watching nearly two years of Ukraine/Russia conflict media coverage that a similar operation in Ukraine would be doing the media rounds to the same extent if not more which helps explain why relatively small pieces of a conflict like this end up as frontpage news even if in the grand scheme of the conflict it's not noteworthy.

The general public isn't going to make a distinction between the conflicts or tame their response all that much based on whether one side is engaged in COIN, you'd be lucky if a small minority even understood the term. They'll just see a funny or concerning scenario and move on from there.

I don't think it takes much to decipher media coverage, but to be fair I spent a considerable amount of time working in media so maybe I'm just more of a cynic. Tag lines, shock, horror and comedy all sell very well and this particular instance probably has all of these elements, if you transplanted it to Ukraine he same articles would probably appear and the general public would still have the same surface level intrigue.
If this is an alliance, it is a very onesided one. I am not an american, but I can see that Israel gets far more out of the relationship than the US.

In fact, if the US was less overt in its support for Israel, it might benefit from much less tensions with the muslim world in general.

I would not be sure that a future, more isolationist US would not consider reevaluating the cost/benefits situation.

If Israel can still be considered a full democracy with this government in charge, I can not say. What I can say is that people here look with worry at the developments, even before October 7th.
Sure, Trump may be elected and may support Israel. However, at his core, he is a populist. It is hard to predict what he would actually do and what his fan base prefers.

In any case, post Biden/Trump, there is going to be substantial break. 80 year olds are going to be replaced by candidates a generation younger. And as I said, the younger the person, the less likely they are to be firm supporter of Israel.

Biden's stance is already unpopular with significant parts of the Democrats right now. 

>Polling shows a huge age gap divides the Democratic Party on Israel   
>  
>The lion’s share (69%) of Democrats and Democratic-leaning younger than 35 disapprove of how Biden is responding to the war. Just 24% approve. It’s the inverse among older Democrats. Most Democrats 65 and older (77%) approve of Biden on this issue. Few (16%) disapprove.   
>  
>When asked which side they sympathize with, Israelis or Palestinians, more, Democrats younger than 35 are far more likely to sympathize with Palestinians (74%) than Israelis (16%). Democrats 65 and older are somewhat more likely to side with Israelis (45%) than Palestinians (25%). 

[https://edition.cnn.com/2023/11/20/politics/polling-democrats-divided-israel-palestine/index.html](https://edition.cnn.com/2023/11/20/politics/polling-democrats-divided-israel-palestine/index.html)

Considering what the US is doing for Israel - veto in the UNSC, military and financial support, parking carriers next to Israel to discourage third parties etc. -, a mere reduction of that could be very bad news for Israel.
Then how do you explain similar opinion polls in country's that didn't "import islamists"? 

Just because someone comes from an muslim family doesn't automatically mean they support terrorists, and that kind of thinking is frankly rather racist.
Whatever you think the reason is, in a democracy, opinions of such large groups matter.
Well you are right in a sense. If he thought the political task where impossible or loosing Ukraine the war he should have resigned while criticising Zelensky. This might however also damage Ukraines moral significantly, so there is really no easy choices.
My impression that it was in a way "called off" when they stopped sending in armor. Or at least significantly shifted in nature.
Within Ukraine, Zaluzhny is supported/trusted higher than Zelensky while the opposite is true outside of Ukraine.
Why would you put there in quotations?
Most other ex USSR countries are not particularily fond of their Soviet time and either dont talk about it much anymore or actively try to remove monuments etc about it. Leaving Russia as the only major country to claim as much "Soviet legacy" as possible.
I think this makes a lot of sense. I don’t think Russia deserves full credit for the eastern front (for the reason you stated), but I also wouldn’t hold it solely responsible for the crimes of the Soviet Union. I guess my main worry re this topic is people letting modern geopolitics interfere with their perception of history.
> at least one of the credible source yesterday was completely wrong about zaluzhny being offered an ambassadorship.

Well they do say he was offered a position of an aide or an advisor, so it's kinda along the same lines. Whether it's substantial is debatable, but I can imagine Zaluzhny wouldn't want a civilian position where he would likely be sidelined by Zelensky.
Well if you pump in money to the system to produce things that don't increase long term productivity it's not going to be good for the economy long term.


GDP isn't a great measure for economic development, for example a natural disaster might increase GDP but won't probably be good for the economy.
Different projections and models from different people probably, I'd like to see the full context of Draskla's quote.
But personally I think a Russian recession is unlikely given the huge amount of cash being injected into the economy by war spending. 

There are other challenges though, war economies 'grow' on paper but that output is extremely wasteful and a kind of productivity with little benefit to the civilian sector. Put simply when the fruits of your labour are fired from a cannon, dropped from a plane, or blown up by an enemy missile, is that really good for the economy in the long run?
It's an estimate based on yield spread between short and long term interest rates on obligations; usually longer term bonds should have a higher interest rate, but the situation is inversed right now, which has historically been seen as the sign of an incoming recession.

AFAIK, Russia still has a problem of high and growing inflation in spite of a very high interest rate; more investments in the defence sector can boost GDP but they won't alleviate these problems, on the contrary. There's a risk that more inflation (and more hikes in interest rate to respond to them) will lead to less demand (as consumers lose purchasing power + can't afford to borrow) = recession. Although if there's one field I know next to nothing about and feel like I understand even less every time I try to read about, it's economics, so maybe these risks have been exaggerated.
So you’ve decided to combine anecdotal evidence with an ad hominem attack, very cool.

For other reddutors, there is very little actual data to suggest that attitudes towards the war have changed significantly from the start of it, especially on the ideological lines. For example, Levada has shown that the share of those who support the war hasn’t changed among those who oppose Putin (so, the “liberals”): 28% in November 2023 vs 26% in March 2022, so within the margin of error.

It took me 5 minutes to prove the ridiculous (and upvoted) statement above wrong. People do love to post and upvote stuff that validates their biases.
I mean I'm not sure if all of the drones are even airworthy without their warheads, that's a significant shift in the center of gravity.  Also, once the US finds out, then what?  You're not even pressuring them anymore.  It's believable that they were still launching potentially lethal attacks with the assumption the US would stop them.  And given the rate, it wasn't exactly a terrible assumption.
I don't think SA will be successful, I suspect the royal family will fall apart in about 20 years, then some sort of in-fighting until either a despot takes over or a religious faction.
> In fact, if the US was less overt in its support for Israel, it might benefit from much less tensions with the muslim world in general.

American alliances with the Muslim world are based on security assistance and economics, two things an alliance with Israel helps with. The people in the Muslim world the US wants as allies the most already don’t care about Palestine, but do care about defense and economics. Besides, the people heavily committed to being anti-Israel largely already hate the US for similar but separate reasons.
> Sure, Trump may be elected and may support Israel. However, at his core, he is a populist. It is hard to predict what he would actually do and what his fan base prefers.

Mm, I feel like him being the most pro-Israel president of the century thus far in his first term is precedent.
They still tried for months to break through at Robotyne and were losing a decent amount of vehicles (although mostly IFVs). But casualties is a more important metric than vehicles and we have no idea how costly those infantry focused assaults were.

There just wasn't any point to it. Even if they had gotten further, a breakthrough wouldn't have occurred.
you think an advisor is the same as an ambassador? lol what?

>Whether it's substantial is debatable

the source in the paper literally says it was not substantial. how can you debate it if you have no clue what it is in the first place. assistant to whom and what?
>But personally I think a Russian recession is unlikely given the huge amount of cash being injected into the economy by war spending. 

I guess it depends how one defines a recession. I could see Russia having several quarters of negative economic growth when adjusted for inflation (which is *much* higher than official Russian statistics, hence the nearly 20% interest rates set by their national bank).

The Russian government is clearly dumping money on military production, salaries, and other related war time spending (which is fueling the inflation that I noted) and it is having at least some positive impact on the economy. But many economists think that the Russian economy is on the brink of overheating, in no small part due to manpower shortages which are also dramatically increasing wages and further fueling inflation. 

>There are other challenges though, war economies 'grow' on paper but that output is extremely wasteful and a kind of productivity with little benefit to the civilian sector. 

Fully agree. Doubly so in the Russian context, as they're mass producing equipment that is getting blown up in Ukraine at an alarming rate, requiring more and more production to refurbish increasingly old and decrepit equipment, repair damaged equipment, and replace lost equipment. All the money being poured into military production isn't being invested into more productive sectors of the economy, isn't shoring up the finances of local governments, isn't going into pension systems, isn't going into R&D, etc. Spending on the war is now higher than domestic spending on everything else. Plus the Russian government is milking private industries dry with higher taxes, and the prodigious drop off in foreign direct investment over the past two years will become increasingly painful over time. 

All this is to say, the Russian economy, while not collapsing, is definitely feeling the pain and the longer this conflict continues the worse things will be for Russia in the medium to long term.
Levada is a Russian and thus pro-Russian institution that tasks itself with projecting whatever image of Russia it feels is beneficial to the country. Levada is not credible.
I admit I'm not an expert in irregular military activities, but would US forces really let potentially-armed drones continually overfly their positions? Having to handle these drone attacks, even if mostly unarmed, would still pressure US forces in the area. And if causing casualties was so anathema that my international backer would disavow me if any occurree, then if my campaign was *solely* intended as "theater" I'd think I'd remove the risk of inflicting casualties as much as possible. To me, attacking with deadly weapons indicates an intent to attack with deadly weapons, and not merely "theater".
>American alliances with the Muslim world are based on security assistance and economics, two things an alliance with Israel helps with. 

This statement is an opinion which is at best partially supported by facts. And you did not adress my first point.
You failed to adress any other points I have made. I suppose this conversation has run its course.

Personally, I hope that Israel will be able to pull itself from the abyss it seems headed towards now. I am middle aged, and I have had a very different impression of Israel compared to what I have to read now. In any case, my personal feelings are not really about credible defense, so I will leave it at that.
I suppose it might take a very, very long time until we know the whole story of what happened there.
It's not literally the same, but both are positions of impotence if Zelensky decides them to be, where Zaluzhny would be unable to achieve anything. It's nothing like military command.  
>assistant to whom and what  

I presume it's to Zelensky.
Well this is an unfalsifiable claim that I can’t really argue with. It’s clear that for you this issue is more of a religious belief than a subject for a rational discourse.
It has to be able to be sold to both sides as an Iranian 'attack'. 

It may be pressure, but not intended as deadly pressure. 

In this scenario the warheads have to be real. 

Look at it as a soft pitch in baseball, intended to be hit. But then the batter sneezes at the wrong time...
I did address your first point. One argument can address multiple points at once. 

> This statement is an opinion which is at best partially supported by facts. 

Yes, it’s a statement built on at least some facts. The same can not be said for the idea that the US’s alliance with Israel is based on ww2 and 9/11.
> You failed to adress any other points I have made.

To be fair, you never answered my question about the UNRWA thing.

>I suppose this conversation has run its course.

That's fair, I'm happy to leave it off here.  I think you generally articulated your point well.
If you think that you statement was a reply to all points, then I have to accept that. However, I do not think it was a convincing answer. In the end, the US has to decide with whom it wants to be allied and what support they want to give.
I was talking about long term trends, you were talking about a singular occurence. Less support for Israel does not necessarily imply more support for Palestine. If anything, I expect western interest to decline - but that would be bad enough for Israel, as they rely on active western support.
